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S the debate of ſo reſpectable a 

body of men as the Scotch Clergy, 

upon ſo important a ſubject as the Teſt 
5 Act, muſt be acknowledged by all to be 
highly intereſting, we preſume that no 
9 _ apology 1 is neceſſary for thus preſenting . 
„it to the publick ; 3- eſpecially as we are 
Not ſenſible that it has yes appeared in 
any Engliſh publication. Both ſides of 
. queſtion are ably and acutely de- 
fended, ſo that the reader may judge 
for himſelf from the evidence that i is laid 


before him. 
The debate took place on Thurſday 
3 the 27th of May, 1790, and was oc- 
c caſioned by an Overture from Jedburgh 


reſpecting the Teſt Act; which the Aſ- 
ſembly immediately took into ſerious 
conſideration. 
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GENERAL ASSEMBLY 
OF THE 


CHURCH Or SCOTLAND. 


t'E47T 1 


As far as it concerns the Members of the 
Scotch Church, 


R. CHARTERIS, miniſter of Wilton, in a 
ſhort introduQtory ſpeech, ſtated the reaſons 
that induced the Preſbytery of Jedburgh to make 
this overture to the General Aſſembly. He ob- 
ſerved, that the overture from Jedburgh was con- 
fined entirely to perſons educated in the principles 
of the Preſbyterian religion in Scotland, and re- 
lated to offices belonging to the empire at large. 
He infiſted, in a very ſerious manner, on the pro- 
fanation that was occafioned by making the parti- 
cipation of the Holy Sacrament a qualification for 
civil offices, 
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He 3 Dr. — 
of Jedburgh, who earneſtly recommended to the 


Aſſembly to attend to the rinciples and motives | 
which induced the Pfeſbytery of Jedburgh to adopt 
this overture. That he could aſſure them,, they. 
were not influenced by any political motives 
or conſiderations. That it did not ariſe from the 
defire of doing any thing agreeable to perſons, in 
oppofition, or diſpleaſing to thoſe in power. He 
expreſſed gratitude for our excellent conſtitution 
of Government, and the mildneſs and liberality 
with which public affairs were conducted, and 
how. deſirous he and his brethren were to ineulcate 
the ſame ſentiments upon their people. He de- 
fired that the Aſſembly would take care not to 
miſapprehend this overture, as if it meant to con- 
vey any reflection upon the Church of England, 
or heir mode of receiving the Sacrament. It was 
vot the communicating according to the form of 
| | the Church of England, but communieating in 
2418 compliance with a ſtatute, and for the purpoſe of 
200 holdiog an office, which amounted to the charge 


"8 of 2 profanation of, a ſacred. ching · They would, 
F R ; finally, be upon theix guard, nat to und this | 
E 8 overture. with the petition of the Diſſenters i in 
| . Eugland, Whatever the wiſhes of his brethren 


and himſelf might be far the extenſion of religious 


Abetey, Jet, 29. an eſlabliſhment or a corporate | 

body, he was ſenſible, that they ought, dot to ex- 

» tend Wor views nag the limits of that eſtabliſh- 
1 ment; 


„ {2 
- ment; and that, this day, they ſtood forth to 
claim no more than ſuck an immunity as they con- 
ſidered themſelves fairly entitled to enjoy by the 
intention and fpirit of the privileges granted to 
them at the Revolution, and confirmed by the 
Union. He detailed the pernicious effects to re- 
gion and motality produced by a careleſs dif- 
charge of the duty of communicating for the pur- 
+ poſe of temporal intereſt, in a manner that vio- 
"lated the prejudices interwoven into the mind with 


"the a principles of religion. gb 


He inſiſted upon the expedi6iity of yg this 
-queſtion immediately, becauſe the Legiſlature had 
the ſubject ſo lately under their view, and that all 
Parties in the diſcoſſſon of the queſtion upon the 
petition of the Difſenters, had profeſſed ſuch ſen - 
timents as pledged their apptobation of the de- 
fire of this ovetturet Fot thoſe- who wiſhed” to 

gratify the Diſſenters could never, in conſiſtency 
— theit opinion, deny the fame indulgence to 
perſons why elaitnedi it under the authority of Iaw; 
and thoſe who oppoſed the petition of the Di- 
Fenters, becauſe the Church of England was the 
Religion of the State, were, in proſecution of the 
ſame argument, bound to exempt from the obli- 
gation of 'receiving the Sacrament, according to 
the form of the Church of England, = body of 
men who had been educated in a part of the united 
kingdom where Preſbytery was N by 5 
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l concluded with entreating them to-con- 


Aer all arguments drawn from expediency, as 
. contemptible in compariſon with thoſe which re- 
lated to liberty, juſtice, and the intereſt of truth 
* | | n tric 


Mr. Martin, Minifter of Monimail, ſaid, that 
he apprehended this overture, as well as thoſe from 


the Synods of Dumfries and of Angus and Mearns, 


and that from the Preſbytery of Dundee, were 
improper ſubjects of debate and diſcuſſion in the 
General Aſſembly; he had therefore endeavoured 


to prevent its tranſmiſſion from the Committee of 
Overtures: but as it had been tranſmitted, he 
hoped he ſhould be indulged in mentioning ſome 
of the conſiderations, which he imagined ought 


to determine the Houſe to refuſe the deſire of the 


overture. Many things, he obſerved, were very 


proper for individuals, that were very improper 


for ſocieties, and moſt improper for the General 
Aſſembly. Let us promote Science and Liberty, 
as well as Religion, as extenſively as, poſſible, and 
add to the laurels already gained by the Church; 


only let not our zeal in other objects tender us re- 


miſs in our duty as miniſters, pervert our diſ- 
courſes, or contaminate our public devotions. 


What is unbecoming us as miniſters, 1s ſtill more 
unbecoming us as members of the General Aſ- 
n | 


It 


E33 

It was eaſy, he ſaid, to talk of grievances; but 
that the General Aſſembly ought not, unſolicit- 
ed and unprepared, to undertake the redreſſing 
of all grievances in the ſpirit of chivalry and ro- 
mance, and take the croſs at the ſuggeſtion of the 
Preſbytery of Jedburgh, to reſtore the Holy Land, 
and holy city of Britiſh privileges, to all who did 
not enjoy them as extenſively as themſelves - that 
without much ingenuity or labour he could muſter 
up centum gravamina of Britiſh ſubjects, _ 
the freeſt _ pps in the world. 


Repreſentation, penal foot multiplicity of oaths, 


duelling, &c. &c. occaſioned much complaint; 
and at preſent the Reform of the Burghs and Fic- 


titious Votes engaged the attention of the nation: | 


By the ſame rule, if this ſubject is introduced, he 
apprehended, all theſe and fimilar ones might be 
introduced; and then the General Aſſembly would 
become a theatre for the diſplay of oratory; a 
ſchool of eloquence, as it has been ſometimes 
called, ſo that not ten or twelve days, but ten or 
twelve months would be required and conſumed 
in diſcuſſing ſubjects not properly before us, on 
which our judgement is not aſked, ought not to be 
obtruded, and 3 not be expected to 1 1 
. n effect. 


But Religion, faid he, is concerned in this mat · 
ter. The Tejt is à proftitution of faered things. — 


= lay | But 
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ET 5 
But where is it religion is not concerned? It is 
obvious that religion is intimately concerned, for 
example, in the ſubjects he had mentioned, 


The names of Members of Parliament had been 
mentioned in the Committee, and in the General 
Aſſembly. He took occaſion to obſerve, he had 
admired the news-paper accounts of Mr. Beaufoy's 
and Mr. Fox's {peeches on the repeal of the Teſt ; 
but, to allude to what is ſaid to have fallen from 
one of theſe otators, what was proper for their 
ſpeeches, was improper for the pulpit, and moſt 
improper for the General Aſſembly. 


- He maintained, that the dignity and import- 
ance of the Clergy and of the Church, aroſe from 
their fidelity in their duty as Minifters, and em- 
ploy ing themſelves in their proper buſineſs, not 
from interfering in matters not before them; eſ- 
pecially when, in doing ſo, they erected themſelves 
cenſors of the paſt, and dictators as to the future. 


: He knew, that now he Difſenters i in England 

were not dire&tly and actually, but they certainly 
were ſtill virtually and indirectly concerned in the 
object of the Overture; and, indeed, they had in 
effect been the authors of it. He then took a 
view of ſome of the ſects of the Diſſenters, and 
their doctrines, and of their opinions of the Church 
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of Scotland; ;—quoting Nobinſon of Gro 
View of Preſpytery. 


Ad to Seots Prefbyteriatis being aggrieved by 
the law in queſtion, the time when with propri- 
ety we can move in this bufineſs, is when they 
apply to us, and ſeek our aid in obtaining rehef. 


He obſerved, the movers of this Overture might 
be perfectly clear on this ſuhject, while others 
might have doubts : able appearances had been 
made in Parliament on both ſides: the moſt wor- 
thy and reſpectable men decided againſt the repeal. 
The Society for Promoting Religious Knowledge 
were unanimous. I do not think with them, ſaid 

he, but I reſpect them. I would not plunge my- 
ſelf into a river, when they who live on its banks 
aſſure me it is deep and dangerous, and diſem- 
bogues itſelf in anarchy, confufion, and wretch- 
edneſs. To return to the alluſion: Be the water 
ſmooth and clear, what do you who deſcend into 
it but ſtretch your limbs, diſplay your graces, and 
daſh the waters ? 


| This, he faid, is not the time to move in this 
buſineſs. He mentioned the war—the conclufion 
of Parliament—the indulgence and friendſhip of 
Adminiſtration— the fenſe of the nation having 
| been juſt taken—and concluded with obſerving, 
ur certain looſe nations: . 
7% Wh 5 Teſu. 
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Teſts. That he was bold to ſay, they were nes. 
ceſſary for the exiſtence of ſociety, the maintain 
ance of peace, and the preſervation of truth. To 
theſe we may be attached, and be enemies of the 
Teſt in queſtion: but juſt when emerging from 
a fever reſpecting Teſts, we ought not to indulge 
in declamation againſt particular Teſts hold up 
lure to fly away from law, and lay trains for blow- 
ing up the peace - the importance and rar, 
| _ r exiſtence of the Church. 
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Mr. Walker. of Chas; Edinburgh, in an- 
ſwer to the laſt ſpeaker, obſerved, that it would 
fully meet the principal arguments he had uſed, if 
he ſhould be able to diſcriminate the object of the 
overture from an officious interference in favour of 
the general claims of Diſſenters, to ſhew that the 
overture held no other language than the Church 
of Scotland had held on the ſame ſubject in for- 
mer times; and that there was nothing at preſent 
which rendered it inexpedient to revive attention | 
to the grievance it Kt NE of. 


He adverted to the period i which the Teſt 
Akt was paſſed by'the'Engliſh Legiſlature. The 
kingdom was then in great danger from the Po- 
piſn party, headed by the Duke of Vork. The 
navy and army were filled with Popiſh officers. It 
| Was enacted | haſtily on the ſpur of the occaſion, 
| | | And was intended to have been ſpeedily followed 
1 3178 ut © with, 


CY I 
wich an a8 in favour of Proteſtant Diſſenters; 
but the King, who had other views, prevented 
this by an adjournment of Parliament. The un- 
favourable fituation in which the Teft Act placed 
Proteſtant Diſſenters in England ſtill remained. 
But the opinions, which as individuals we enter- 
tained of its operation in this reſpect, were fo- 
reign from the object to which the overture de- 
manded the attention of the venerable Aſſembly. 
We did not come forward as Diifenters, but as 
members of an Eſtabliſhed Church—a Church eſta+ 
bliſhed as fully in this part of the iſland as the 
Church of England is ſouth of the Tweed—de- 
clared fo to be in the Treaty of Union — protected 
by the Act of Security, and by the Coronation 
Oath of each ſucceſſor to the Throne. We come 
forward to repreſent and claim redreſs of the griev- 
ances, which the members of the Church of 
Scotland in theſe views ſuſtain, in conſequence of 
the Teſt Act not being repealed, or the conſtruc- 
tion of it limited and explained at the Union. 
The grievance was ſhortly this A man born 
north of the Tweed, and educated in the religion 
of his forefathers, cannot hold an office of the 
Britiſh Empire in England, cannot for inſtance 
hold a commiſſion in the army or navy of Britain, 
without qualifying himſelf for it, by partaking 
of the Lord's Supper N to the rites 8 of 4 2 
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He did nat think himſelf. called on. to deliver 
an opinion, upon the general queſtioa, Whether 
Religious Teſts ſhould: be. applied to the purpoſes 
of civil government? He feated they were often 
profaned by men ef worldly. vice; but, he ſaw 
that. they found à place in the juriſprudence. of 
different enlightened. nations, and particularly that 
they had. been employed as. a barrier againſt that 
corrupt form of. the Chriſtian. Religion, which 
_ endangers. Government, by acknowledging, a. fo- 
| * nnn the laws of "EO 


Leaving; e As, to 


25 the propriety of religious Teſts. entire, he: ſtated 


the ſuppoſition that England had ſlill remained a 
ſeparate kingdom from Scotland, as it was before 
the Union, although under the ſame King. In 
this caſe, he acknowledged, that the operation of 

the Teſt. Act could not have been injurious to the 
natives of Scotland. The two kingdoms would 
then have had ſeparate intereſts as well as ſeparate 
religions; and it would have been competent, for 
the Legiſlature of each kingdom to provide for 
theſe ſeparate intereſts. There would have been 
a navy and an army of Scotland as well as a navy 
and an army of England; and the Legiſlature 
| of Scotland. might, in that caſe, if they had ſeen 
it proper, have eſtabliſhed a teſt of admiſſion to 
offices of public truſt, ſuited to the nature of the 


; Preſbyterian religion. The actual grievance ſuf- 


. fered 


(im J ; 

fered by the members of the Church of Scotland 
ariſes from the Union of the two kingdoms, 
By that treaty it was provided, that there ſhould 
de but orle Legiſlature, one Privy Council, one 
Navy and Army for the Empire of Great Britain, 
But, by the ſame treaty, it was provided, that 
there ſhould be two forms of Religion, two Eſta, 
bilmed Churches in the reſpeRtive parts of the 
iſland, gh co-ordinate, and independent of 
each other. All this is fair and equitable. But 
here endes the gtievance.—the teſt of admiſſion to 
offices in the nayy and army, and other depart- 
ments of public truſt in the united empire, is 
founded entirely on an Act of Conformity to a Reli- 
gion peculiar to one part of the iſland. This i is 
an inequality degrading and injurious to the Preſ- 
byterian natives of Scotland. Why ſhould the 
one Religion predominate over the other in what 
regards the alliance between the Church and the 
State Why ſhould it be a diſqualification to 

men from holding. Britiſh, offices, that they 
are attached to the Religion of their ee 


He then took notice of the laſt ſpeaker's argy- 
ment, with regard to the impropriety of the Ve- 
nerable Aſſembly's interpoſition in a matter of 
this kind; and produced a memorial of the Church 
of Scotland, in the printed acts of Aﬀembly 1716, 
on this very ſubject, in which it is expreſsly ſtated, 
* ol That it is an inequality and hardſhip upon the 

C 2 . &« Eſta 


5 12 } by 
„ Eſtabliſhed Church of Scotland, that thoſe of 
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i her communion, who are employed in his Ma- 
« Jelty's ſervice, i in, England. or, — — moor 
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"As to the inexpediency of the reſent time, | 
| Nated by the former ſpeaker, h be cou Id ſee no force 

in the argument. | Though we do not place ur- 
ſelyes on the ſame footing with Diebe, there 
can be no reaſon why we ſhould not avail ourſelyes 


of the attention which their claims baye raiſed to 
che general ſubject of the Teſt Af 
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He conglüded by obſerving, that whatever may 
be the peculiarity of the preſent Ws there. is.a 
reaſon growing, in its urgency,” every. day for. the 
Church of Scotland to turn its attention to this 
ſubject, and that! is, the rendency which the dif- 
. qualifications, occaſioned by the Teſt AQ, haye 

to, withdraw from her communion, her natural 
fupports as an Eſtabliſhed Church, , the ei il- 
luftrious, and opulent families of the 1 Hence 
aroſe the complaint that had. been ſtated 0 Mem- 
bers of this Court—a complaint in which he alſo | 
| joined—that the elderſhip of pariſhes throvgh Scot- 
land, was not now the reſpectable body of men 
which it was at the end of the laſt and the be- 
ginning of this century. The influence which 
views of ambition and worldly ſucceſs had on the 


WW 
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minds of men was well known, and it could not 
de expected, in the nature of things, that a Re- 
ligian which involves a diſability of purſuing theſe 
views. in the great line of 21 85 ee 9 
not be gradually deſerted. v3; 
T: "4 13 5 ky vas . 
Me. Welſh at Denne Dr. Dalgleiſha at 
Ferrypartoneraig, and Mr. Ruſſel at Canonry, ſe- 
r ſaid a few wore againſt * e 
TS. ein} oF Ape: 
"The Lord liens! Right Hon. Robert Dundas 
of-Arniſton, began with obſerving, that he would 
throw out of his conſideration many*circumſtances 
which had been alluded to in the; fpeeches of fome 
Members who preceded him. In particular, he 
would lay no ſtreſs upon this being an unſuitable 
time for making an application to the Legiſlature 
with. regard to the Teſt law, nor upon the idea 
that the Miniſters of the Crown might refuſe other 
favours to the Church of Scotland ſhould a tepeal 
of the Teſt Act with regard to them be nom de. 
manded. For the preſent Adminiſtration he had 
the higheſt reſpect; and he truſted it would be to 
his immortal honour that he lived in terms of in- 
timacy with many of them. But his admiration 
of their characters would be much leſſened indeed. 
were any juſt relief to be denied to the Church of 
Scotland on the ground of their oppoſing any ſub» 
jection of this National Church to the Teſt Laws of 
England, Laying all theſe circumſtances, there» 
eq * fore, 


4 J 
fore, out of bis view, be would confne hümfelf 


merely to the prisciple t the queſtion; and h 


would venture to maintain, as an opinion from 
which he nezer would depart, that the Members 
of the Church of Scotland were bound by the Teſt 
law, in virtue of the Treaty of Union, and that 
the Overture of the Preſbytery of Jedburgh ought, 
on every principle of Jaw and juftice, to be diſ- 
miſſed, as demanding what Scotland had no title 
to requeſt. To this point, of the right we had to 
demand a tepeal, he would confine” himſelf ij be- 
cauſe; were he to be convinced of the right, which 
he never could be, then no time could be impropit 
a e BHO ene ad dad 
1 . i en ee ene 
-The 1 then Abt to read 
Gm the [Hiſtory of the Union he proceedings 
o the Scuttiſh Parliament, and of the General 
aſſembly of the Church regarding the Teſt law. 
The enemies of the Union claimed an exctription 
fror ãtʒ und they ſtruggled hard- te get the Par- 
liament to inſiſt upon che law being repealed as 
an eſſemial preliminary to the Union! All their 
efforts; however, were ĩneffectual. England would 
not be perſuaded to yield up the ſecurity of 
her Nationab Church to the demond of this par- 
ty; and, accordingly, the Teſt laws were conti- 
nued. Were we now to demand a repeal of theſe 
acts which had. been fo folemnly ' recognized? = 
Could the Houſe enpect that ſuch a demand could = 


7 


| Cs ] 

be liſtened to? Had there been any juſtice in in- 
fiſting. on, a tepeal, the period of the Union was 

certainly the proper time; but we had then ac- 

aquieſced in theſe laws, and could not now! —_— 
from Mem 


| — nt | 
We ey Ws Lord concluded a very 
eloquent ſpeech, by declaring his hearty concur- 
rence with the motion made by a Reverend Gen- 
tleman who had fpoken- ſome time before, That 
ING pap Ie) | 
1 


| Mr. Robertſon; Pao Cake od 4. | 
a ſoon as the Lord Advocate ſat down. He be- 
gun with paying a handſome compliment to his 
Lordſhip on the manly and Hberal manner in 
which he had met the queſtion. He had aban- 
doned,, he faid, the arguments which bad been 
uſed by ſome of the former ſpeakers, as to the in · 
expediency of bringing forward the Overture at 
this time; and had candidly admitted, that, if 
the Overture was in itſelf expedient, there could 
be no time more proper for bringing it before the 
Houſe. He had diſdained to ſkulk behind de- 
| kences which could only betray the weakneſs of 
the cauſe, and had boldly met the Overture or its 
merits... Truſting, therefore, that the Houſe would 
hear no more of thoſe arguments about inexpedi- 
| Ency, 


J. 
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ency, whinh ade learned Lord had in ſo libetat © 4 
manner given up and abandoned, he would now 
conſider the a 29 — ay: woes out: 
againſt the Overture. RE a ot 5002271; 


The 8 Lord had ee 3 all at- 
tempts to obtain redreſs of the grievances com- 
plained of muſt neceſſarily prove ineffectual, as 
the Treaty of Union had declared, that all acts 
paſſed for the ſecurity of the Church of England, 
and for the preſervation of its doctrine, diſcipline, 
and government, ſhould remain in full force for 
ever. That the Teſt Act fell under that deſcrip- 
tion, and therefore could not now be repealed, 
even by the authority of the Britiſh Legiſlature 
itſelf. In ſupport of the argument, he ſtated, 
that a motion had been made in the Parliament 
of Scotland, That the Members of the Church of 
Scotland ſhould be declared not liable to take the 
Teſt; but that the motion had been negatived, 
Hence, his Lordſhip argued, that it was perfectly 
underftoad, that they had no claim for exemption. 
The Procurator ſaid, he would admit of the force 
of that argument, if nothing appeared in the pro- 

ceeding of the Parliament either of Scotland or 
of England on the ſubject; but he ſaid he would 
ſtate the counter part of the hiſtory which the 
Learned Lord had given, which would ſhow, that 
the Teſt Act was not a * of the Treaty of 
Union. | | 1095-26-23 14 75 | 
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While hs Treaty of Union was depending, the 
Archbiſhop of Canterbury brought a bill into the 
Houſe of Lords for ſecuring the Church of Eng- 
land as by law eſtabliſhed, which, when paſſed into 
an Act, was to be inſerted in the Treaty of Union, 
and declared a fundamental and unalterable part 
thereof. The bill was committed in the uſual 
form, and it was moved in the Houſe, that it 
ſhall be an inſtruction to the Committee to inſert 
the Teſt Act in the bill. The motion, however, 
was negatived. The obje& of thoſe who fſup- 
ported the motion was to do what the learned 
Lord argued, that although the Teſt Act was 
not inſerted verbatim in the Act for ſecuring the 
Church of England, yet that the words of it are 
broad enough to comprehend it. But is it con- 
fiſtent with Parliamentary forms, or is it confift. 
ent with common ſenſe, to ſuppoſe, that the 
Houſe; after refuſing to allow the Act as it is to 
de inſerted, would receive words which were tan- 
tamont to the inſertion? After enforcing theſe 
ideas, and putting them in a variety of lights, he 
contended, that the Treaty of Union did not ſtand 
in the way of a repeal, but that the Mons ae, we 
3 er for diſcuſſion. 


— 


— 


Having ſaid fo much on this bella wks, 
we they entered into the queſtion at large. He 
began with profeſſing himſelf a warm friend to 
the 3 of general and unlimited toleration, 

; D which 


5 


Council, one army, and one navy; and there was 


5 Chyprch Government, was eſtabliſhed; as tbe Na- 
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which he conſidered as tending .to promote the 
peace and welfare of ſociety, as well as the inte- 
reſts of Religion; and, that he could never think 
it eithes juſtice or politic to ſubject a citizen, who 
had not been. guilty of any crime, to-diſqualifica- 
tions and penalties. on account of ſpeculative or 
religious opinions. That although theſe. ſenti- 
ments might lead him, as an individual, to wiſh 
for a total abolition of all religious teſts, as quali- 
fications for civil gffices, ; yet he thought the Na- 
tional Aſſembly of the Church of Scotland would 
be going beyond that line which its ſituation ren- 


dered proper, were it not to confine itſelf to the 


grievance of the Teſt Act, as it affected the mem- 
bers of this Church. To that point, therefore, 
he would now requeſt the attention of the Houſe, 
.—By tbe Treaty of Union, the independent: king- 
doms of England and Scotland. were formed into 
one empire, having one Parliament, one Privy 


to be an equal communication of all rights, pri- 
vileges, and advantages, between the ſubjects of 
both. The Proteſtant Religion, and Preſbyterian 


r 


tional Religion in one part of the united kingdoms, 


and the Church of England in the ocher —equal, 
co-ordinate, and independent , churches. From 
this it followed, that members of the Church of 
| Scoland ſhould be capable of holding commiſſions 
in che army, which was not the army of England, 
CREW | | . 3 
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or che iy of Scotland, but of 8 Britain, | 
and of holding all Britiſh offices as freely as a 
member of the Church of England; and yet, by 
the operation of the Teſt Act, no man can hold 
any office in England, unleſs he ſhall qualify him- 
ſelf, by taking the Sacrament according to the 
Church of England; ſo that an Act of the Parlia- 
ment of England, paſſed before the Union, diſ- 
| qualifies. all Scotchmen from holding Britiſh offices, 
unleſs they renounce the religion of their country. 
In ſhort, the profeſſion of a National Religion, 
eſtabliſhed in one part of the united kingdoms, by 
the meſt ſolemn of all laws, a Treaty of Union 
between two independent nations, operates as a diſ- 
qualification for holding a Britiſh office. If this 
diſqualification had been created by the Treaty of 
Union itſelf, we might have indeed lamented that 
our anceſtors had been ſo baſe as to ſacrifice the 
- - honour, the dignity, and the Religion of their 
country; but when we conſider. that it is intro- 
duced, not by the Treaty of Union, but by the 
conſtruftive operation of a law paſſed in the Pax- 
| liament of England before the Union, we mult 
conſider it not only as the height of injuſtice and 
oppreſſion, but as one of the greateſt abſurdities 
which ever diſgraced the laws of an enlightened 
people—He concluded with giving his hearty ap- 
nenn i 902 enn 
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1 
Mt. Dun, miniſter of Kirkintilloch, delivered | 
bin tel nearly as follous: 2 


Mops Raron 4 


The opinion which I am about to ſubmit to 
this Court is decidedly againſt the preſent appli- 
cation of the Teſt Act. But, before proceeding 
to ſtate this opinion, I find it is neceflary to ob- 
ſerve; that I do not in this matter mean, in the 
ſmalleſt degree, to connect my argument with the 
Difſenters in England. For, though I hope I can 
Join with any ſet of men who worſhip the Great 
Father of Being in truth, of whatever name or 
deſcription they may be, yet it is in the preſent 

. caſe a civil right for which I contend, and the en- 

joyment of which has, in my opinion, been long 
and unjuſtly withheld from the members of the 
nn of Scotland. 


818, When ot: eblitenipha te the iſland of 
Great Btitain, three diſtin& objects with reſpe&t 
to the matter before you prefent themſelves to 
55155 [ 
7 m, England. 


0 Scotland. 1 e 
| 
Zaly, One e cls; forte by the deed | 
of Union, out of theſe two kingdoms, 


Scotland 
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Scotland and England had, befote the Union, 
comparatively ſpeaking, little connection; and, 
ever ſince that great connection, each of them re- 
tains many things peculiar to itſelf, Scotland 
has, and I hope, will Jong continue to have, its 
own laws, its own courts of juſtice, than which 
there are none more equitable, more upright, 
more uſeful. It has its owo church, perhaps the 
pureſt, the moſt Alice, tough the pooreſt in 
9 800 


We has alſo its own EC Yo Lows 10 
policy, its courts of Juſtice, and its Eſtabliſhed 
Church. Theſe not only remain, but are by the 
Union ratified and ſecured. 


By the Union of ' theſe two kingdoms the em- 
8 pire of Great Britain is formed; and, from this 
new political body, there ariſes a property, a ſet 
of rights, of offices, of honours, and of profits, 
peculiar to itſelf. Now, though we had no hiſto- 
rical record or legal document given us, we might, 
from the very nature of the thing, fairly conclude, 
that all the members of the two nations, out of 
which this empire is formed, ſhould have equal 
title to the enjoyment of all theſe rights and pro- 
firs. 


"This general idea, Sis, I with to be remem- 
Wis became: it is the eu foundation on which 
I am 


* 
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1 am to bulld my argument in ſupport of the 
opinion I am now to deliver; atid which opinion, 
Lam happy to find, is abundantly founded in fact 
nd! in . 255 


1 Fe, by the Union, Nate is  undlterably 
eſtabliſhed in Scotland ; and though, 1 own, there 
muſt be, in every free government, an omnipotence 
Lomewhere, by the exertion of which, every thing 
relative to that government may be altered and 
new-modelled ; yet I contend, that, if it is poſ- 
fible that this omnipotence can in any caſe be li- 
mited, it is with reſpect to the point before us. 
For you certainly know, that the Act of Security 
is not only an eſſential part of the deed of Union, 
but one without which the Union itſelf could not 
have been entered into. It is, Sia, equally ma- 
nifeſt, that, by the fourth article of the Union, 
a free and unreſtrained communication of rights 
and privileges were ordained to take place among 
all the members of the united kingdom —This, 
however, is by no means to be underſtood as ex- 
rending to the municipal rights of Erigland and 
Scotland, but applies ſolely to thoſe rights, pro- 
fits, and places, which ariſe from the Union. It 
is, therefore, Britiſh rights, Britiſh profits, Bri- 
tiſh places, and (though I abominate the expreſ- 
fion) Britiſh penſions, that are here to be under- 
ſtood. Every member then of the Church of 
Scotland acquired a right, the moment the Union 


1 * — 
was 


4 
f 
; 
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"Was completed, to enjoy all the advantages as 
fully and as freely as 1 2 born ſouth of the 
1 "ned. Por TOP | Ys 


But, sm. waa; I belesen you, 150 this mat= 
ter has turned out. We have often been told, 
and with an air of triumph too, of the great light, 
the profound philoſophy, the wonderful liberty, 
and the uncommon improvement of the age in 
which we live. And, though 1 am not at all 
times diſpoſed implicitly to believe all that is told 
me; yet, feeling myſelf, as well as others, flat- 
tered by this deſcription, I am willing to give it 
ſome credit. Notwithſtanding, what you will 
perhaps be ſurprized at is, that there is at this 
moment a ſpirit of bigotry and perſecution per- 
vading the conduct of a neighbouring kingdom. 
Surprifing as it may appear, the Church of Eng- 
land are, by the uſe they have long made of the 
Teſt Act, attempting to undermine and deſttoy 
the Church of Scotland. The great Dignitaries 


on their rich benefices, do not truſt this matter 


a our neighbouring Church, repofing themſelves 


to character, to argument, or to official duty; 


but call upon the Legiſlature, by an Act of Par- 
liament, to convert the members of the Church of 


} Scotland to the Epiſcopal perſuaſion. 


Here, Sik, I diſtinctly perceive the Lord Ach- 
biſhop of Canterbury, the Lord Archbiſhbp of 


va th £ e | 
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J York, the Biſhop of Wincheſter, the Biſhop of 
Ay, the Biſhop. of Durham; and in one word, 
the whole Church of England, exerting themſelves 
for the ruin of the Church of Scotland. By avail- 
| ing tlicmſelves of the Teſt Act, they effe&tually 
Tonopolize to thoſe of the Prelatical perſuaſion 
the whole advantages of the'Britiſh empire. This 
is the grievance z of this injury we complain; and 
this violation of the Union n we n "4 


4 
| 
| 
| 
if 
| 
2 
| 
| 


— - — — — 
— „„ Rs SE m 1 — 
- 
: 


, * 


Sim, 1 muſt 3 1 am not fond of 
doe compelled. to any thing; but to be compelled 
by an act of Parliament to touch the ſacred ſymb 
bols that repreſent to me my God, my Saviout, 
and my Hope! and all this as a qualification for 
2 civil office my underſtanding, my heart, ny. 
| fecling, my conſcience, revolt againſt it! It is 

impious, and hurts every valuable feeling. The 
Fences of morality are thus weakened; and the 
man who is capable of inſulting his God by ſuch 


. is POP cya n that — 


} 


3 1 e 1 thall haps be 4 told, | 
that theſe evils. are not actually felt; for it is on- 
Iy in England, Wales, and*Berwick upon Tweed, 
that the Teſt Act is put in execution; and even 
in theſe places the grievance is much alleviated, if 
not entirely removed, by an act of indemnity an- 
nually paſſed. To theſe things, however, I muſt 
a reply, 
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reply, chat it is bumbling, 25 well ns uvnjuſt, that . 
any man ſhould hold chat under the favout of "a 
act of indemnity, which he is entitled to as his 
right; while, on the other hand, the very paſſing 
of this A of Indemnity at once aſeettains the. | 
practice, and acknowledges the iniquity of ie. 
But when we reflect, that there is now no more 
a Scotch army, a Scotch navy, or a Scotch: aa 
venue, but that all theſe are Britiſh ; we ſhall till 
perceive more ſtrongly the juſtice of the complaint 
here made. Theſe things, Sir, are the. common 
property of England and Scotland, confidered as 
conſtituting the empite of Great Britain. Why 
then ſbould there be ſuch an invidious diſtinction 

: made, and attempted to be kept up, to give pre- 
ference to thoſe of the Church of England? es 
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10 this manner, Sir, you will ſee, that NY 
Union an exiſtence is given to Britiſh rights. 
FThbeſe are, by the deed itſelf, expreſsly declared 

to belong in common to all the ſubjects of Seor- 

land and England. But this equitable compact 

is invaded in the moſt flagrant and provoking man- 
ner by the enforcement” of the Teſt Ac; while 
impiety, immorality, and the ruin of the Church 
of Scotland, are found in the train of this enemy 
of our country and of our rights: It is therefore 
in vain to tell us, that there is no grievanee, no 
eauſe of complaint, and no need of an application. 

WE Ligne for relief. ae 
ny 0 1 Mr. 
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, Mrs Eepſtie, Miniſter, of Campoil, * 
calling, the attention of the Houſe to the very 
| candid, manner in which his Majeſty's official ſer- 
vants had expreſſed themſelves on this occafion. 
He was ſenſible, indeed, that his Lordſhip | (viz. 
the Lord Advocate) ſtood in no need of his appro- 
bation ; at the ſame time, it was a tribute he could 
not help paying to merit wherever he diſeovered 
it; and he hoped that the merit and elocution of 
his Lordſhip would always be employed in * 
cauſe of Juſſice. and the ee, | 


He "thai: proceeded t to. e his ALE. 
in the following order: In the firſt place, He in- 
veſtigated the nature of religious eſtabliſhments, 
and how far they ſhould be protected by Go- 
vernment; ſhewing, on the one hand, that the 
motive of Mr. Hume for countenancing them was 
unjuſt, and dangerous to literature and to ſeience; 
and, on the other hand, that the motive of the 
Author of the Wealth of Nations for giving na- 
tional religious eſtabliſhments no ſupport, was 
. equally fallacious. He ſhewed that Government 
muſt protect a religious eſlabliſhment, if they va- 
lued the peace and good order of ſociety.—He 
then, in the ſecond place, proceeded to inveſtigate 
the nature of the two eſtabliſhments which were 
protected by the government of this country ; 
firſt, the nature of the Church of Scotland.—its 
opinions its origin—the progreſs of its | goyern- 
1 5 0 GT 
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ment, and the preſent influence which it was cal. 
culated to have upon the minds of the Scots nation: 
ſecondly, the nature of the Hierarchy in England— | 
its opinions—its views of government—its con- 
nexions with the State, and how much the Hierar- 
chy was calculated to ſupport the monarchy and 
the power of one perſon. At the ſame time he 
declared, that they were both good eſtabliſhments ; 
that, in point of faith and doQtrine, the two 
Churches agreed in many things; and that in no 
ſhape whatever did he wiſh to hear of a fingle re- 
ſection thrown upon our ſiſter Church, . 


He next endeavoured to ſhew how far the mu- 
' nicipal offices of the two kingdoms ſhould be be- 

ſtowed upon the inhabitants of each reſpective na- 

tion. If there was a teſt required in behalf of the 
Eſtabliſhed Church by the perſons who took theſe 
offices, no perſon had a right to complain who 
was the ſubject of another kingdom. But there 
were certain offices which were purely Britiſh, 
and which, in the eye of juſtice and common 
ſenſe, the inhabitants of both Scotland and Eng- 
land were equally entitled to enjoy. We felt the 
humiliating circumſtance of our being compelled 
to do a thing which marked our inferiority when 
we received theſe offices; and as a people, when 
the Union was formed, who confidered themſelves 
free, we were entitled at any one period to be 
put upon a level with our fiſter kingdom, as ſoon 


as we were ſen<ble of the odious difference. 
E 2 = 
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He obſerved, that a good deal of ingenvity had 
been uſed, to ſhew that the Teſt Act was no griev- 
-anee to Scotſmen; and that, as there was a bill 
of indemnity paſſed annually, no danger could ac- 
crue to their property or their perſons, This idea 
he reprobated in the ſtrongeſt terms, by ſtating 
the law. as it now ſtood about the Teſt, its nature, 
and its penalties—He ſhewed, the indulgence of 

the executive power was no excuſe for the baſeneſs 
and the oppreſſion of a law; and as grievance was 
a term that was relative when applied to the feels 
ings of the mind about Religion, although a Scotſ 
man being conſtrained by law to take the Teſt when 
he received a commiſſion in the army, might ap- 
pear no hardſhip. to the ignorant, the profligate, 
and the in fidel, ſtill, in. the eyes of every ſerious 
man, compulſion in matters of devotion was a pro- 
cedure of the moſt e nature. 


He then took notice as the various objections 
which had been made againſt this Overture; which 
objections he called under three | heads—firſt, 
That we had no right to review what was done 
by the Union — ſecondly, Although we had a right, 
that the preſent time was not expedient—and thirdly, 


That the taking notice of it at all was beyond our 

powers. With reſpect to the firſt objection, he 
ſhewed from the Hiſtory of the Union, and of the 
Act of Security, that the Scots nation had actu- 
ally n the grievance of which we now com- 
plained ; 
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plained ; but from motives of propriety, and in 
order to avoid the ſnare that the Tory Lords 
were laying for them, they had not expreſſed their 
feelings in the Treaty, perhaps, ſo pointedly as 
might have been wiſhed ; but that was no reafon 
(ſeeing there was no article of the Union againſt 
our taking it up now) we ſhould not endeavour to 
improve our views of the conſtitution, by explain- 
ing one ambiguous clauſe in favour of liberty and 
independence. There were many things in Eng - 
land which even the Bill of Rights had not pro- 
vided for, but which further improvements in 
juriſprudence had found to be neceſſary. 


With reſpeck to the expediency of the preſent 
time, it was the beſt of all others, when the 
minds of the people were turned towards the ſuh- 

ject when they were wakened from their dream, 
and the ſoul agitated by a ſenſe of national inſult. 
In the eyes of a tyrannical government, no time 
would ever be thought expedient to redreſs the 
gtievarices of the people; ſometimes the applica- 
tion was premature, ſometimes too late, but they 
always had ſome excuſe to ſtifle the demands of 
che nation: but he was convinced, in the eyes of 
our free povernment, and in the eyes of our ad- 
miniftration, the preſent time would be attended 
to; and he had reaſon to believe, from what 
Mr. Pitt declared, that when the Scots Chureh 
applied for relief upon the Teſt Act, they would 

\ be 
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be listened to. For his own part, Mr. Lapflie 
faid, that he pitĩed every form of government that 
durſt not manly and openly liſten to the com- 
plaints of the lieges, without regard to little con» 
ſequences, from which ho thinking perſon ſees 
the leaſt danger. What fignifies it to us whether 
the Diſſenters Bill in England had been thrown 
out? We were not embarking on the ſame bot- 
tom—we were ſpeaking alone for the members of 
the Church of Scotland. What fignified it too, 
that our application was upon the eve of a gene- 
ral election? We had always ſtood, and we were 
determined to ſtand, far away from county poli- 
tics, | 


With reſpect to the third objection, That we 
had no power; Mr. Lapſlie contended, that, as a 
National Aſſembly of the Church of Scotland, 
compoſed of Clergy and Laiety, we were the na- 
tural, proper, and conſtitutional guardians of the 
religious rights of the people of this country. 
We had ſeen our Church undermined by the in- 
 fidious progreſs of the Teſt Act upon the minds 
of ſome of our great families; they had deſerted. 
the Church of their Anceſtors, and educated their 
children in the Engliſh Church, that they might 
avoid the imputation- of being Occafional Con- 
{ formiſts : and it was no high time for us to rouſe 
| f | ourſelves, except we were determined to ſacrifice 

|  _J ourſelves at the ſhrine of avarice and ambition.—. 


The 


ö 
| 


places of the world beſides Scotland — He was 
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The progreſs of the deſertion of our ſons was every 


day becoming more alarming ; and he believed the 


circumſtance. of being obliged by kw to take the 
Teſt, according to the ritual of the Church of 


England, e bs zn 


' 


As to the Overture e * "Ihe ad il. 
liberal views, Mr. Lapſſie reprobated the idea 


believing that piety and truth were found in many 


convinced, learning and orthodoxy was no where 
more conſpicuous than in the ſeminaries of Ox- 
ford and Cambridge; and he ſpake, he ſaid, from 


perſonal knowledge. For his own part, he had 


ceived that the Jews worſhip the God of Abraham 
in their own way, Notwithſtanding. his deſire to 


felt the ſtrongeſt devotion at the celebration of 


the maſs; and he belieyed that the people who 


celebrated it did it oftem from the pureſt views; 


nor could he accuſe theig devotion, - when he per- 


ſee the. moſt liberal ideas animate the breaſts of 


his countrymen, he ſaid, we were entitled to li- 


berality in our turn from the Britiſh Legiſlature, | 


and that we ſhould never be compelled in the 


ſmalleſt article of Religion to do any thing contrary 
to our independence and our eſtabliſhments of 
Chureh s 
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le et his ſpeech by i the : atten- 
tion of che Houſe to the remembrance of the ſpi- 
rit 


— „ 
: 


T 22 J 


rit of our fathers it was owing to their firmneſs 
that we had no this opportunity of eanvaſſing one 
of the moſt important ſubjects which ever came 
before the Afﬀembly;—he was convinced, from 
the crowd that this day attended their delibe- 
rations, that it was an object intereſting to all 
ranks of people in the kingdom; and he hoped 
the coneluſion of the debate would convinee the 
world, that we were ſtill the ſame determined and 
high-famed people, the deſcendants of thoſe men 
who had ſpilt their blood in the caufe; and that 
when we ſpake the language of gentlemen, our 
Jouls were animated with the firmneſs of à Roc 
man; "that we ſaw our grievances, felt them, and 
wefe determined to have them redreſſed by every 
Weary = ane, — 
8 be Rev. Sir ie Buse) 3 Wefwoed, miniſter 
er Ste Cuthbert's, Edinburgh, ſet out with ob- 
ſer ting, that, however different the opinions of 
members might be with regard to the once 
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of the preſent Overture, yet all reed concerni 

the expediency of the ſubject. It was certain 
the duty of the Church of Scotland to enquire 
* into her rights, and, if nothing was done againft 
the ſpifit of the conſtitution, and the privileges 
of both parts of the iſland, to maintain theſe rights 
unviolated and unimpaired. From the ſtatements 
given both by the learned Lord and the Procurator, 
Wppoling theſe ſtatements on both fides aceurats, 
it 
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it followed as a concluſion, that the Teſt Act was 
in neither country underſtood to be comprehended 
under, or to make a part of, the Treaty of Union. 
The contrary is implied in thoſe tranſactions, and 
is proved by all the proceedings that followed 
upon them. In particular, this was proved by 
the Memorial from the Church, mentioned by a 
Reverend Gentleman who ſpoke early in the de- 
bate, in the year 1715, Every application fince 
made in England for a repeal or mitigation of the 
Teſt Laws concurs equally to prove, that theſe . 
laws were not conſidered as unalterably fixed down 
by the Treaty of Union. Not one of thoſe, who . 
have oppoſed their mitigation or repeal, have ever 
ventured to plead that they were unalterable, as 
being comprehended in that ſolemn tranſaction. 
The Church of Scotland, therefore, is not pre- 
cluded by the Union from maintaining her exemp- 
tion from the Teſt Act; on the contrary, that 
Treaty, by ſecuring her National Religion, ex- 
cludes the operation of theſe acts upon any of her 
* 


The Reverend and 88 Baron then 
proceeded to ſay, that he would not reſume the 
view of the argument taken by thoſe who had 
preceded him on the ſame ſide of the queſtion. 
The Teſt Act he undoubtedly thought a perver- 
ſion of the inſtitution of the Lord's Supper, and 
that a violation of morality-was inſeparable from 

| F it, 
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it, when enforced againſt a member of this 
Church. But he was far from meaning that a man 
of this country might not conſcientiouſly com- 
municate with the Church of England; in this he 
agreed with the learned Lord; but this was not 
the queſtion. It was no violation of morality or 
religion to take the Sacrament according to the 
form of the Church of England; but the A& 
means, if it has any meaning, that a man muſt 
receive the Sacrament as a Teſt of his being bond 
nde a member of the Church of England, and no 
other Church in the world. The whole language 
of the Act ſhews this to be the meaning. The 
reaſon of the thing demonſtrates it. It was proved 
by the Act againſt Occaſional Conformity. In 
this view, It matters not though a man ſhould 
have no ſcruples to communicate occaſionally 
with the Church of England. This he may do 
with a ſafe conſcience. .But can he, without a vi- 
olation of morality and religion, make a ſolemn 
declaration that he is what he is not that he be- 
lieves what he does not believe ?—that he pledges 
himſelf to one Church, when he is a member of 
another? Although, then, there were no other 
view of the ſubjeR, it is the duty of this Church 
to take up the preſent buſineſs on that ground 
alone. Thoſe of our Church who take the Teſt 
fencerely in England, become pledged to the com- 
munion of another Church, and cannot, there- 
Fore, be friendly to ours ; thoſe who take it in/in- 
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1 and without principle, become hardened 
"againſt all Religion, and return to Scotland pre- 
pared, to diſregard the inſtitutions of our faith. 
Thus every ſentiment of Religion is undermined ; 
and, even where this does not happen, our eſta- 
bliſhment as a National Church is weakened, This 
effect our Church foreſaw at an early period. She 
faw it at the time of her remonſtrances in the year 
+1715, That there have been no remonſtrances of 
a later date, . has not been owing to the danger of 
the ſubverſion of our eſtabliſhment being imagi- 
nary ; our filence is to be accounted for from the 
preſſure of many other grievances operating di- 
recthh at home, and from the particular nature of 
this grievance, which affected us only at a diftance. 
But though its operations might be leſs per- 
ceptible, as being gradual and ſlow, they yet were 
ſure and permanent. From coming indeed leſs 
Cloſely home to us, they were in fact more dan- 
gerous ; and it behoved us not to permit the con- 
ſtitution of our Church to moulder away under 
the progreſſive, yet powerful, operation of an act 

| Which ſtood directly in the face of the ſecurity 
provided to our National Religion by the wiſdom 
oke our anceſtors. Inheriting from his forefathers 
A warm attachment to the Church of Scotland as 
by law eſtabliſhed, the Rev. Baronet confidered 
himſelf bound, in duty to God and to his country, 
as a miniſter of this Church, to do what he could 
in refiſting tae evil which was the ſubject of this 
F2 Overture, 
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Overture on their table. The attention of the 
"Houſe was now called to this ſubje& more for- 
cibly than at any former period. He concluded, 
therefore, with reading and moving the following 
reſolutions grodncey upon the Overture: 


I. © That by a fundamental article in che Treaty 
of Union, the Proteſtant Religion and Preſbyterian 
Church Government are unalterably ſecured as the 
only Eſtabliſned Religion and Church Government, 
within this part of the united kingdom — and are in- 
ſeparable from the eonſtitution of the Britiſn empire. 


2. „ That, by the 4th article of the Treaty of 
Union, it is provded, that there ſhall be an equal 
communication of all rights, privileges, and ad- 
vantages, which belong to the ſubjects, whether 
of Scotland or England, except where it is other- 
wiſe expreſsly agreed by the ſaid Treaty. 


3. That by an Act of Parliament of England, 
paſſed in the 2 5th year of the reign of Charles II. 
all perſons within the realm of England, Wales, 
or Berwick upon Tweed, holding any office or 
offices, civil or military, or receiving any pay, 
ſalary, fee, or wages, or having command or place 


of truſt, from, or under his Majeſty, on by au- 
thority derived from him, are liable to ſevere 
penalties and forfeitures, unleſs they ſhall, within 
a limited time, after receiving or being admitted 


into ſuch office, pay, ſalary, or wages, receive 
- The 
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the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper, in ſome pub- 
uc Church, upon ſome Lord's Day, according to 
the uſage of the Church of England —and that, in 
conſequence of the ſaid act, the members of the 
Church of Scotland holding Britiſh offices, civil 
or military, or receiving as Britiſh ſubjects, any 
ſalacy, fee, or wages, from or under his Majeſty, 
or by authority derived from him, have been ſup- 
poſed liable to the penalties and forfeitures con- 
tained in the ſaid ſtatute, unleſs they receive the 
Sacrament according to the uſage of the Church 
of England. | 


4. „ That as this conſtruction of the act con- 
ſtitutes a manifeſt inequality between the members 
of the two Eſtabliſhed Churches of Great Britain, 
is injurious to the morals of the people of Scotland, 
and has a tendeney to weaken and undermine the 
Church of Scotland ; it is the duty of the General 
Aſſembly, as the guardians of the religious eſta- 
'bliſhment of Scotland, to take every legal and 
conſtitutional mode, and to embrace the earlieſt 
opportunity to obtain effectual relief from the 
grievances ariſing from the ſaid act of the Par- 
liament of England, commonly called the Teſt 
AR, as affecting the members of this National 
Church.“ 


Dr. Macknight, Miniſter of the Old Church, 
Edinburgh. Moderator, The ſubject of our pre · 
ſent deliberation. is of great importance. It is 
overtured by the Preſbytery of Jedburgh, that 

ſome 


8 
ſotne conſtitutional method ſhould” be followed by . 
this Aﬀeribly, for relieving the niembers of the 
Church of Scotland from the Englith Teſt Act, 
. becauſe” by the fourth article of the Treaty of 
"Union, it is agreed, that After the Union takes 
e place, there ſhall be a communication of all the 
* rights, privileges, and advantages which do or 
e may belong to the ſubjects of either kingdom.” 
Bot, Six, in my opinion, this declaration af- 
fords no ground for the propoſition in the Over- 
tute under our conſideration; becauſe i it is quali- 
fied with the following exception, — e 
where 1 it is otherwiſe agreed in theſe articles.” — 
Now, in the 25th article, by which, the, Pr 
terian worſhip and government are eltablifhed in in 
Scotland, it is expreſsly declared and allowed, 
* That the Parliament of England may provide 
for the ſecurity of the Church of England, 4s 
40 they think expedient.” Let us examine what 
the Parliament of England hath provided for the 
ſecurity of the Church of England: — Why, Six, 
in the article Fecuring that Church, f then by 
law eſtabliſhed, it is expreſsly enacted, cd That an 
« at paſſed in the 13th of Elizabeth, and ce 
e act paſſed in the 13th of Charles II. (which is 
« the Teſt Act), and all and ſingular acts of Par- 
« liament now in force for the eſtabliſhment and 
cc preſervation of the Church of England, and the 
. doctrine, worſhip, diſcipline, and Ent 
ec thereof, ſhall remain in full force for ever.” Now, 
a5 the 70% Ai was ode of the laus for ſecuring the 
I lunes 3 | Church 
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Church of England, and was-in force at the time 
the Union was made, can any one doubt, chat by 
che Treaty of Union, that law was made unalter- 
able ?—Further, as the Engliſh. acts of Parliament 
extend to all the inhabitants. of England, and no 
exception from the operation of the Teſt Act 18 
made in favour of the members of the Church of 
Scotland refiding in England, it is undeniable, that 
the eſtates of Scotland, by the Treaty of Union, 
ſolemnly agreed to the perpetual obligation of the 
Teſt Act on all living within the kingdom of Eng- 
land, whether they were natives of England or 
of Scotland; and therefore to require, as in the 
Overture, that the members of the Church of 
Scotland, reſiding in England, may enjoy Britiſh 
offices without complying with the Teſt Act, is to 
require the abolition, with reſpect to them, of an 
act which the Parliament of England thought ex- 
pedient for ſecuring the Church of England, and 
that directly contrary to the Treaty of Union, 
which makes it perpetual. Will the Britiſh Par- 
liament ever conſent to ſo unreaſonable a demand? 
Beſides, were the Parliament to grant the mem- 
bers of the Church of Scotland refident i in Eng- 
land the exemption propoſed, by what means 
could they be diſtinguiſhed from the Engliſh 
Preſbyterians and other ſeQaries? Or why ſhould 
they be diſtinguiſhed from them in a matter where 
the rights of conſcience are concerned? N ever · 
theleſs the Parliament lately, by a great majority, 
have Fang | to free the Diſſenters in» England 
; from 


N NY J. 


— 401 

from the Teſt. This, however, i is not all. Oh 
ſuppoſing that the officers and others in the Bri- 
tim army and navy, for whom the -exemption is 
chiefly meant, were actually by law freed from 
the Teſt, the Aſſembly ought to confider what 
would be the conſequence. At preſent, the law 
of Scotland. does not require of the ſubjects of _ 
Scotland, as a qualification for ſerving in the Ar- 
my or Navy, either to ſubſcribe our Confeſfion of 
Faith, or even to become bound to maintain 
the Preſbyterian Religion as by law eſtabliſhed in 
Scotland. And it is now propoſed, that they 
' ſhall be free from the Teſt which obliges them to 
maintain the Church of England as by law eſta- 
bliſhed in England. Sin, Were this to be-grant- 
| ed, arms would be put into the hands of a num- 
ber of men who are not bound to maintain either 
the one Church or the other. Will Parliament 
agree to a propoſition of this ſort, which goes to 
the eſtabliſhment of an army that is under no 
obligation to defend any Religion whatever? Per- 
haps it will be ſaid, that a different obligation 
may be impoſed on loch of the Army and Navy 
as are natives of Scotland, which will remedy the 
evil. But the anſwer occurs at once. By that 
article of the Treaty of Union which eſtabliſhes 
the Preſbyterian Religion, it is expreſsly pro- 
| vided, © That the ſubjects of the kingdom of Scot- 
land, and every one of them, ſhall be for ever free 
Lim any oath, teſt, or ſubſcription, within Scot- 
land, inconfiſtent with the Preſbyterian Church 
| | Govern» 
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Government.“ If it was by the Treaty of Union 
the right of the members of the Church of Scot- 
land to be free from the Teſt in England, why 
ſtipulate for their freedom from it only within 
Scotland? But to paſs from that: By the clauſe 
juſt now recited, the only Teſt that can be im- 
poſed on the ſubjects of Scotland within Scot- 
land, holding places in the Army and Navy, is an 
obligation to maintain the Preſbyterian Religion 
within Scotland. What ſecurity will this give 
to the people of England, that the ſoldiers and 
ſailors, natives of Scotland, that are in the Bri- 
tiſn Army and Navy, will not, with arms in their 
hands, attempt to overturn the Church of Eng- 
land in England? The Scots formerly with arms 
in their hands, and under the obligation of their 
ſolemn League, aſſiſted in overturning the Church 
of England; and, if the propoſition in the Over- 
ture is agreed to, they may, from the love of 
Preſbytery, ſtrengthened by their oath, attempt 
the ſame a ſecond time. In ſhort, if the natives 
of Scotland in the Britiſh Army and Navy are ſub- 
jected to the Scotch ſubſcription, as I think they 
muſt be, if freed from the Engliſh Teſt; our bre- 
thren in England, I am afraid, will couſider their 
Church in more danger from an Army ſo con- 
ſtituted, than if the individuals were free from any 
obligation to maintain either the one Church or 
the other. Before I conclude, allow me to men- 
tion, that were the eure offices in Scotland, I 
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mean the Profeſſorſhips in our Univerſities, to the 
holding of which a ſubſcription to our Confeſſion 
of Faith is neceſſary, attended with ſuch emo- 
luments as to make them objects of defire to Eng- 
liſhmen, might they not, on the ſtrength of the 
Ath article of the Treaty of Union above men- 
tioned require to be admitted to them, without 
ſubſcribing our Confeſſion, with as much pro- 
priety as Scotſmen now require to be admitted 
to Britiſh offices in England without comply- 
ing with the Teſt Act, notwithſtanding its obli- * 
. gation is unalterably eſtabhſhed by the Treaty 
of Union, as the condition on which offices in 
England can only be held; for neither the act 
nor the treaty makes any diſtinction between 
Britiſh and Engliſh offices in England. Upon 
the whole, I am of opinion, that the propoſition 
in the Overture will be thought by the Parliament 
both inconſiſtent with the ſecurity of the Church 
of England, and a dangerous alteration of one 
chief article of the Union, which they neither 
can nor will ever liſten to. For which teaſons I 
humbly move, that this Overture be diſmiſſed as 
incompetent, /impliciter. 1 . 
FTbe Lord Pręſident, the Right Hon. Hay Camp- 
bel of Succoth, ſaid, That from ſome things he 
had heard in the courſe of the debate, and ſome 
expreſſions uſed in the Overture itſelf, he ſhould 
have ſuppoſed, that the Legiſlature of Great 
ort 4 4 Britain 
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Britain had in the courſe of the laſt ſeſſion of 


Parliament paſſed a new law, injurious to the 
rights of the Church of Scotland, invading its 
privileges, and calling upon us as a National and 


Independent Church to reſiſt it; but, Sir, (added 


his Lordſhip) I find we are debating upon a law. 
which paſſed in England as far back as the middle 
of the laſt century, which was recognized eighty- 
three years ago at the period of the Union, and 
concerning which we have been ſilent during moſt 
of the time which has intervened. Vet the Rev. 
Mover of the queſtion has told us, in his improve- 


ment upon the Overture, that we are now taking | 


the earlieſt opportunity of expreſſing our diſſent to 
that law, and our defire of having it repealed, I 
ſhould be glad to know what circumſtance has 
lately occurred to excite ſuch an alarm in the 
corner of Jedburgh ? and whether the Reverend 


Brethren of that Preſbytery have moved in this | 


buſineſs from a pure and pious zeal for the inte- 


reſt of the Church, or have been ſtirred up to do | 


ſo from leſs avowable motives? I ſhould likewiſe 
with to be informed, Whether there are any com- 
plaints of grievance from thoſe who are ſubje& to 
the Teſt? Whether there are any petitions on the 
table from men who have ſuffered by it in their 
conſcience, or in their temporal intereſt? I have 
heard of none, The caſe of officers in the Army 
and Navy has always been introduced as a topic, 
but without any authority from themſelves. An 
by. G 2 - Honovur- 
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Honourable Baronet from Scotland, who' had 
himſelf been a military man, not only diſelaimed 
this objection it the Houſe of Commons, but 
treated it as an aſperſion. The ſuppoſed hard- 
ſhip is a mere bugbear; the law is penal in ap- 
pearance, but innocent in effect; and it may al- 
moſt be reckoned a dead letter, like many others 
in the ſtatute· book. Nothing can make it hurt- 
ful but ſtirring up the diſcuſſion of it unneceſſa- 
rily. But, even if it were more exceptionable, 
with what propriety can the people of Scotland 
now interfere with their ſiſter Church of England, 
when they ' conſider what was the bargain they 
made for themſelves at the Union, and which 
has been acquieſced in ever fince ? It is impoſſible 
to look at the Act of Security paſſed in Scotland, 
and fimilar acts in England both preliminary to, 
and held as repealed in the articles of the Union, 
without ſeeing clearly that, on the one hand, the 
Preſbyterian Church Government, with all its laws 
and regulations, was to be unalterably preſerved in 
Scotland, and, on the other hand, with equal 
anxiety, all and ſingular Acts of Parliament then 
in force for the eſtabliſhment and preſervation of 
the Church of E England,” were declared to have 
a permanent endurance. The General Aſſembly 
of Scotland ſoon found this to be the caſe, and 
gave up the attempt to procure an alteration. 
Thoſe who tranſacted the Union were all then liv- 
ing ; ſo were ſome of them when the matter was 
7 after- 
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afterwards agitated in the Houſe of Lords, par- 
ticularly Archibald Earl of Iſlay, who had affiſted 
in making the Treaty of Union, a zealous Preſby- 
terian by education and by principle, deſcended 
from anceſtors who had ſuffered in the cauſe: yet 
this noble Lord, who could not be ignorant of 
what was underſtood at the Union, ſpoke and 
voted againſt the Church—a ſtrong circumſtance 
to ſhew, that the ſuppoſed private compact or 
underſtanding, mentioned by a learned Gentleman 
this day, never had any exiſtence. No ſufficient 
evidence of ſuch a private condition has ever been 
produced, nor is it in the leaſt degree probable, 
otherwiſe the breach of it would have been the ſub- 
ject of much well-founded complaint at the time. 
As to the alledged equality of condition between 
England and Scotland, a Noble Earl, who fits 
near me, will acknowledge, that this was not 
meant to be the caſe in all things, otherwiſe his 
Lordſhip would be now fitting in the Houſe of 
Peers of Great Britain. But it was nevertheleſs 
a good Union both for Scotland and England, 
and no man who loves his country will ever find 
fault witk it. Certain terms and conditions were 
agreed to on both ſides, and neither party can 
with juſtice recede from them. The forms of 
Religion, and the municipal laws of the two 
countries, were in a ſpecial manner kept diſtinct. 
If the people of England choſe to give up any of 
the privileges of their Church in favour of Scotſ- 
19.2 men, 
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men, I have no objection; but as a Scotſman I 
do not think it honourable or fair in me to ig, 
upon it, after what has paſſed between the two 
nations at the Union. The Overture ſtates, that 
the Teſt impoſed on Scotſmen, receiving offices 
in England is inconſiſtent with the act of Union. 
This propoſition is not founded in truth, and I 
wiſh the reverſe may not appear to be better 
founded. It ſtates another propoſition more extra- 
ordinary, and which, I hope, this venerable Aſſem- 
bly will reject with a proper degree of contempt, 
iz. That the Teſt thus required, is a profanation 
of ſacred things! Does the Rev. Gentleman who 
lately ſpoke with fo much liberality upon the ſub- 
ject, though in favour of the Overture, mean to 
adopt ſuch language? And, will the moſt zealous 
ſupporters of the Overture allow it to go to Eng- 
land, expreſſed in ſuch words, and conveying ſo 
ſtrange an idea? If they do, all ſenſible men will 
hold up their hands and ſay, The Church of 
“Scotland is at leaſt a century farther back than 
ce we believed it to be! 


The Dean of Faculty, the Right Hoc. Henry 
Erſkine, obſerved, That as the Overture under diſ- 
cuſſion complained of a grievance exiſting in the 
Church of Scotland, and propoſed that meaſures 
ſhould be immediately taken for relief; the ve - 
nerable Aſſembly had, therefore, three diſtin& 
propoſitions before them ;—firft, Whether any 
. . | _ grievance 
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grievance exiſted which called for the interpoſition 
of the Supreme Council of the Church? next, 
Whether the grievance, if exiſting, was ſuch as 
could by any legal and conſtitutional means be 
removed? and, laſtly, if the evil was not paſt re- 
medy, whether the preſent were the proper time 
and way for procuring it? As to the grievance, 
he for his part had no heſitation to declare a de- 
cided opinion, that a grievance! did exiſt incon- 
ſiſtent with the dignity and independence of the 
Church of Scotland, highly prejudicial to the 
morals of her people, and dangerous to her in- 


tereſts, and even her exiſtence as a national eſtab- 


liſhment ; that it was therefore the duty of the ve- 
nerable Aſſembly to uſe every exertion! for obtain- 
ing redreſs ; and that, for this purpoſe, the reſolu- 


tions moved by the Reverend and Honourable Ba- 


ronet ought to be adopted. The general queſtion, of 
conformity to the Eſtabliſhed Religion of a country 
being requiſite to entitle individuals to a ſhare in 
government, or to the holding of offices, he did 
not mean to enter into. This was a queſtion of 
the greateſt nicety and difficulty, upon which the 
wiſeſt men might, and did, differ. But it enter- 
ed not into the preſent deliberation. Admitting 


even the argument for a Religious Teſt in its fulleſt 


force, it ſtrengthened, inſtead of weakening, the 


plea of the Church of Scotland, a national eſta- 


bliſhment equal and co-ordinate with the Church 
of England, for having conformity to Ber own 
. com- 


1 J. 


communion declared to be a ſufficient qualifica- ” 
tion to every office in the State. Neither did he 
propoſe to diſcuſs the other general queſtion, _ 


Ho far, ſuppoſing a Religious Teſt abſolutely ne- 


ceflary, it was conſiſtent with the true ſpirit of our 
Holy Religion toi adopt the moſt awful and myſte- 
.rious of her ordinances, and to proſtitute it upon 
every common occafion, to qualify the meaneſt 
individual for the meaneſt office in the State? 
This diſcuſſion was equally foreign to the debate, 
becauſe the queſtion wag, nat, in what mode the 
members of the Church of ene ſhould deelare 
an Occafional Conformity to the Church of Eng- 
land; but, Whether they ought not to be. freefl 
from aby ſuch conformity to all, as being conſti - 
tutionally entitled, as members of one of the two 
National Churches, to be entruſted with the affi- 


ces common to both countries? In this light, 


the Teſt Act was a grievance to our conſciences, 
a diſgrace/to our dignity, and would in time igg- 


ſttroy our exiſtence as 4 National Church. he 


4 


2 5 all tongues and all nations, from the 


grievance, in point of conſcience, did not conſiſt, 
in bis opinion, in metely communicating with 
the Church of England. He agreed with a Re- 
verend Gentlemen, that he could join in worſhip 
with any religious community on earth. We in- 
deed did ſo every day of our lives, when the moſt 
ſeeret prayer uttered in the receſſes of our cloſets 

went up to the Throne of Mercy, mingled with 


moſt 
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moſt enlightened Chriſtian that worſhips the Di- 
vinity in purity and truth, to the unenlightened 
ſavage, who only fees his glory and-wifdom through | 


the dark clouds of ignorance and ſuperſtition. 


— The grievance conſiſted in the members of a 
co-ordinate Church being obliged to declare them- 
ſelves of the communion of another Church; be- 


fore they could enjoy their political birthright. 


Unleſs we actually abjure our own profeſſion of 


Religion, equally eſtabliſhed by law, we are ex- 


cluded from holding any Britiſh office, any com- 
miſſion in the Army or Navy. This was the mean- 
ing, this was the effect, of the Teſt Laws; they 


could have no other, for every other was abſurd, 


And was not this a grievance of the moſt ſerious 
and alarming nature? The ſhades of difference are 
but ſlight between the two Religions, and a per- 
ſon may thus fairly be induced to change the one 
Religion for the other; but nothing can reconcile 
tg en honeſt mind the juggling and deeeptious 
eagduct of attending a holy ordinance, for the 
purpoſe of declaring, from views of intereſt, that 
he is a member of one communion, while he re- 


mains firmly attached to another. No Preſbyte- 
rian can comply with the Teſt Act, without either 


meaning to profeſs himſelf a member of the 


Church ol England; or declaring, that for an of- 
I 
S 


fice of profit he is willing to make profeſſion of 
any faith; or that he has no ſentiment upon the 
ſubject, but conſiders the whole matter as a farce, 


pA H both \ 


— 
: 
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both in a political and religious view. It was 
equally indiſputable, that the Teſt Act was un- 
juſt and degrading to the Church of Scotland. Iu- 
rior to England in other reſpects at the Union, 
we were equally. free and independent. We were 
then under the ſame ſovereign, and that ſovereign 
of our own race. It was neceflary, however, for 
the fake of an undivided government, to yield 
many things. We yielded the reſidence of our 
King, the fitting of Parliament, and many privi- 
leges and dignitics, As to Religion, the ſovereign 
could not be of both, We ſacrificed this too, 
and it was declared, that the ſovereign ſhould al- 
ways be a member of the Church of England, 
This was certainly unfair to Scotſand, who had 
an equal title to have à king of her own Religion, 
as England z—but the ſacrifice was made, and it 
was our dignity, not out conſciences, that ſuſ- 
fered by making it. Were we now to go farther ? 
were we to ſubmit” to a municipal law of the ſiſter 
Church, cutting down the ſtipulated rights-of ous 
own National Eſtabliſhment of Religion? The 
Teſt Act, if enfoxced, reduced this Church to the 
moſt degrading and humiliating ſtate. Inſtead 
of being etabliſbed by lato, we were merely tolerated, 
We were in no better ſituatioh than any ſet of 
Engliſh Diſſenters. No man who truly profeſſed, 


and honeſtly. adhered to the Religion of the 
Church of Scotland, is legally worthy of bolding 
theſe very offices, which exiſt for the govetument 
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and protection equally of both countries, or can be 
entruſted with the uſe of arms for the common de- 
fence! He who does not feel this to be a mark 
of degradation, is no true ſon of the Church of 
Scotland. He who does not feel this diftine- 
tion to be a diſgrace to his country, is no true 
Scorſman. It is not, therefore, from religiaus 
ſcruplet, that we ought to ſupport the preſent 
motion.— If we have any honeſty, if any pride,” 
ſaid the Dean, © theſe muſt compel us to ſup- 
. port it. I mean not to uſe the word pride, to 
<« expreſs that unbecoming haughtineſs which is 
« inconfiftent with the principles of our Holy Re- 
< ligion, and the humility of our eſtabliſhment— 
de but that honeſt, virtuous elevation of mind, 

«that high ſenſe of honour, which may not on- 
« ly be united with the meekneſs of the ecclefi- 
« aſtical character, but is eſſentially neceſſary for 
our preſervation as a National Church.“ But 
farther, the very exiſtence of the Church of Scot- 
land was threatened by the Teſt Law; nay, the 

Preſbyterian Religion itſelf, The ſhades of differ- 
ence betwixt the two Religions being ſmall, per- 

ſons of conſcience and true ſpirit would rather 

conform altogether than occafionally, or at leaſt 

would breed up their children in that perſuaſion ;; 

ſo that from this cireumſtance, joined with the 

ſplendour and emoluments of the Engliſh Church, 

our Church might be rooted up from its founda- 
I H 2 The 
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The Dean of Faculty then proceeded to ſhew, 
at great length, and with much ability, the con- 
ſtitutional claims we had for relief from the Teſt- 
Laws. In particular, he maintained, that there 
was not the ſhadow of ground for ſaying, that the 
Treaty of Union ſtood in the way of our obtain- 
ing the fulleſt redreſs: On the contrary, though 
we could not claim ſuch relief under the ſtrict let. 
ter of it, the ſpirit, of it was directly inconſiſtent 
with our being ſubjected to it; as a complete and 
equal protection to the religion of England, that 
of Scotland, and a full participation of all politi- 
cal rights and privileges, was the very ſoul of the 
treaty : and although the patriots of thoſe days 
had yielded to many inequalities, in the tteaty, 
to prevent its total miſcarrying,; yet, in doing ſo, 
they had parted with nothing but what it was 
lawſul for them to yield, though he reprobated 
even many of thoſe conceſſions; and he gloried 
that his anceſtors had manfully reſiſted them, and 
had been amongſt thoſe who had proteſted againſt 
the Union taking place on ſuch terms. But it 
would be a libel upon the Parliament who fat in 

| | Scotland. at that time, to ſuppoſe that while 
Il. they were inſiſting to bave their religious rights 
j| | and privileges eftabliſhed,, and their Church de- 
clared equal and. co-ordinate with that of Eng- 

> land, and were; by the neceſſary operation of the 
treaty, to be admitted to the participation of 

every office in the united kingdoms, they could 
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mean to buy all this by a ſacrifice of the purity, 
honour, and dignity of their Church, by ſubmit- 
ting to the perpetual bondage of an Engliſh law 
that has precluded them from the enjoyment of 
thoſe very offices, or ſubjected them, if they pte- 
ferred promotions to religious duty, to ſubmit to 
an occaſional conformity, not leſs painful than diſ— 
graceful to an ingenuous mind. He ſaid, the true 
ate of the matter had been fully illuſtrated by 
the hiſtory of the buſineſs given by ſeveral of the 
Reverend and Hon. Gentlemen who had already 
ſpoken. An attempt had been made in the Scot- 
tiſh Parliament by; the pretended friends, but tru- 
ly the enemies of the Union, to have the right 
of being free from the Teſt Act declared in the 
Treaty of Union. The attempt, however, had 
failed. In like manner the Tory party in Eng- 
land had endeavoured to have the Church of Scot- 
land expreſsly ſubjected to the Teſt Act. That 
attempt was alſo unſucceſsful; and the Union 
paſſed without a fingle word that could preveat 
the Legiſlature of the two kingdoms, at any fu- 
ture period, from regulating the fituation of the 
Church of Scotland in this reſpect, as juſtice and 
expediency might ſuggeſt, and the ſpirit of after- 
times permit. He was clear, that juſtice and ex- 
pediency at all times demanded redreſs, and that 
the ſpirit of the preſent times admitted of it; and 
that, although he had no partiality for the pre- 
ſent Miniſters, he would not pay them fo bad a 
| COm- 
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eompliment as to ſuppoſe, that they would veſiſt 
a meaſure. propoſed from io reſpectahle a quarter, 
and bearing truth and conviction along with it. 
If they ſhould, then the Church of Scatland muſt 
truſt to ſucceſs from the voice of the people, and 
the zuftice of the Legiſlature. As to the time for 
ſuch an application, the queſtion is ſcarcely open; 
it had came to us, without our ſeeking, from 
more than one inferior Church judicatory; and 
to reject it, even on a well-founded idea of the 
unſitneſs of the time, would he to deny the noble 
generous principle on vihich it was founded : that 
there was no unfitneſs of the time, that no time 
could be unfit dor ſuch an application. We had 
been ſilent too long, and further filence would 
be conſtrued into acquieſcence. The queſtion is 
not now, Whether a motion ſhall be brought for- 
ward? but, whether we are to reject what is 
now propoſed? Should the Houſe negle& the 
Overture on the table, they virtually declared, that 
we preferred the burden of the Teſt Act to free- 
dom ſervitude to a foreign Church, to the inde- 
pendence of our own—and ſurrendered all the dig- 
nity and all the rights of our Church to another, 
not more eſtabliſned by law than our own ! 


Dr. G. Hull ſaid, he would follow the Dean of 
Faculty in keeping clear of the general queſtion 

with regard to the propriety of a religious and ſa 
- eramental Teſt, and in confining himſelf to the 
tuation 
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fituation of the members of this National Church; 
but he wauld not follow him in beginning his 
ſpeech with an enquiry, Whether the operation 
of the Teſt Act was a grievance? becauſe it ap- 
peared to him, that the preciſe queſtion before 
the Houſe was, What ſteps it is proper for the 
General Aﬀembly to take in this matter ? and it. 
is well known, that there are many inftances in 
which men learn by reaſon and habit to accommo- 
date their minds to the want of ſome privilege or 
advantage which they might wiſh to have. He 
would, therefore, firſt enquire, Whether we had 
any reaſon to expect a removal of that which is 
called a grievance, and then he would ſtate his ap- 
prehenfions of the nature and amount of it. It 
had been faid by every Gentleman, that as two 
Churches had been eftabliſhed in Great Britain, 
by the Treaty of Union, a conformity with either 
Church ought to be confidered as a ſufficient qua- 
liſication for holding Britiſh offices. The argu» 
ment was plauſible, but it had been ſtated with- 
out effect at the time of making the Union, and 
this was one of the inſtances: in which the com- 
munication of rights and privileges mentioned in 
the fourth article was limited by other parts of the 
Treaty. It is provided, in the act for ſecuring 
Preſbyterian Government, that none of the ſubjects 
of this kingdom ſhall be liable to any Teſt con- 
trary to the foreſaid government, within the, bounds 
of this Church and Kingdom ; which implies that, 
without the bounds of the Church and Kingdom, 
0 3 ſuch 


* 


1 56] 


ſuch Teſt might be impoſed on them. Aceord- 
ingly, when it was moved in the Parliament of 
Scotland, Nov. 1706, to inſert in the act the fol- 
lewing clauſe, That they ſhall be capable of 
any office, civil or military, within any part of 
Great Britain, — the clauſe, after debate, was re- 
jected. While the eftabliſhment of Preſbyterian 
Government is declared to be a fundamental con- 
dition of the Union, it is alſo declared, that the 
Parliament of England may provide for the ſecu- 
rity of the Church of England as they think ex- 
pedient, to take place within the bounds of the 
kingdom of England; and that proviſion is con- 
tained in the act for ſecuring the Church of Eng- 
land, which makes part of the Treaty of Union. 
The general words of that act, That all and 
« fingular other acts, now in force for the eſta- 
'< bliſhment of the Church of England, ſhall be 
© in full force for ever,” do certainly imply the 
Teſt Act, which the Church of England has al- 
ways regarded as one of its bulwarks: Pruden- 
tial conſiderations might prevent the Parliament 
of England from naming that act: but the ſe- 

cret hiſtory alledged by the Procurator appears to 
have been unknown to one of the greateſt men 
who made the Union, the Earl of Ilay *, who ſaid, 
in a debate of the Houſe of Lords, 1718, on a 
bill which included a repeal of part of the Teſt 
Ad, that it broke the Pacta Conventa of the PINE 


» See the 10 Epiſcopal Opinions,” publiſhed in 1799, whete 
he is by miſtake called « Ear of ere." | 5 
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ty of Union, by which the bounds of the two 
Churches are ſettled ; and he was apprehenfive 
that, if the articles of the Union were broke with 
reſpect to one Church, it might be a precedent 
to break them with reſpect to the other. It ap- 
pears from this deduction, that the unlimited 
operation of the Teſt Act within the kingdom of 
England is part of that ſecurity which was ſtipu- 
lated for the Church of England by the Treaty of 
Union, and of which the members of the Church 
of Scotland have no right, by that treaty, to de- 
mand the relaxation. It is true, that the Com- 
miſſion of the General Aſſembly, immediately af- 
ter the acceſſion of the Houſe of Hanover, ſtated 
the inequality and hardſhip which the operation 
of this act impoſed upon the members of the 
Church of Scotland holding offices in England. 
But the gracious Sovereign whom they addreſſed 
did not conſider this as one of the illegal incroach- 
ments and inſults from which he promiſed to de- 
fend them; for no notice was taken of this part 
of their memorial. Our ſituation is very different 
from theirs. The perſecutions and convulſions of 
former times were freſh in their minds, and the 
friends of Preſbytery were juſt recovering from the 
alarm with which many circumſtances had inſpi- 
red them. But we have enjoyed perfect ſecurity, 
for the greater part of a century, under the au- 
ſpicious government of the Houſe of Hanover. 
- —The firmneſs of that eſtabliſhment which we 
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derive from the Union is aſcertained and acknow- 
ledged. We are independent of the principles ot 
prejudices of any party z and we meet here a fix- 
ed part of the conſtitution of Great Britain, And 
ſhall' we, aſſembling in this dignified character, 
employ ourſelves 'in yenting peeviſh complaints 
againſt a part of that treaty to which we owe our 
ſecurity ? Look round, and fay, if the Teſt Act 
has had the effect of excluding men born and edu · 
cated in the communion of the Church of Scot- 
land from civil or military offices. Either the 
Teſt Act is not enforced with regard to them, or 

they do not feel any reluctance to receive the Sa» 
erament according to the uſage of the Church of 
England. It had been faid, that a compliance 
with this requiſition is a Teſt of entire conformity 
with the Church of England. But the true mean- 
ing of the act ſeems to be, to create a fence by 
which all perſons ſo inimical to the Church of 
England, that they will not receive the Sacrament 
according to the uſage of the Church, ate ex- 
cluded from civil offices, Of this kind are Popiſh 
Recuſants, and ſome rigid Differiters. But there 
is nothing in the doctrines of the Church of Scot - 
land which renders it unlawful for her members 
to comply with her requiſition, There is an en - 
5 largement of mind with regard to the terms of 
Chriſtian communion, which has now become ge- 
neral ; ſpititval and evangelical, notions with re- 
gard to the kingdom of Chriſt, which are avowed 


and 
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and aQed upon by the firmeſt friends of Preſ- 
bytery. And ſhall we in this age, this temper 
of men's minds, deelare by a decree of this Houſe, 
that we condemn thoſe Preſbyterians who com- 
mynicate with: the Church of England? Let us 
rather ſeize this opportunity of ſhewing our neigh- 
bours, that although we cannot. vie with them 
in ſplendour of eſtabliſhment, in tichneſs of en- 
dowments, and in political influence, we will not 
yield to them in the liberality of ſpirit which is 
founded upon Chriſtian charity; that we feel none 
of the envy and jealouſy. of Diſſenters; that we 


are not rivals and enemies, but a fiſter Church, 


equally ſecure with the Church of England, hav- 
ing no occaſion to court her favour, or dread her 
encroachments; and that our ſons commit no of- 
Fence againſt our rules by joining, as God gives 
them opportunity, in her uſage. It happens that, 
with regard to that uſage, both the Diſſenters and 
we differ from the Church. But certainly the 
Communion of Saints depends more upon unity 
of faith than upon ſameneſs of poſture ; and, as 
there is not a ſhadow of difference between the 
two Churches concerning the great event which is 
remembered in the Lord's Supper, even thoſe 
whoſe ſentiments of Chriſtian communion are the 
moſt- liberal, may chuſe rather to join in ſhewing 
forth that event with a ſociety of Chriſtians whoſe 
opinions they know and approve, than with other 
ſocieties, whoſe uſage they may prefer, but whoſe 
1 opinions 
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opinions are not declared by aby public ſtandard, 
and are known by the writings of individuals to 
be oppoſite to the doctrines of this Church. 


Did ſcruples generally prevail in the minds of the 
people of this country, from an apprehenſion that 
they could not, in conſiſtency with their attachment 
to the principles of the Church of Scotland, re- 
ceive the ſacrament according to the uſage of the 
Church of England, it might become the mo- 
deration of their religious inſtructors to enlighten 
their minds, and to try to reconcile them to the 
requiſition of the law. At the ſame time it 
would, in that caſe, become the General Aſſem- 
bly to concur with the people; no voice of the 
country expreſſing a wiſh for being further re- 
leaſed from the operation of the Teſt Act. This 
Overture originated from a meeting of Clergy; 
and, if it is adopted by the Aſſembly, their reli- 
gious inſtructors of the people will appear, in the 
eyes of the world, attempting to inſtil into their 
minds diſſatisfaction with the laws, and an opinion 
that they are injured and degraded by the opera- 
tion of an act, to which they have quietly ſub- 
mitted ſince the Union, and the time at which we 
chuſe to ſtand forth in this new and unſeemly 
office is, after an application of the Engliſh Diſ- 
ſenters for the repeal of the ſame act has been re- 
jected by a great majority in Parliament —at the 
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of 
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eve of a general We the eve, it t may be, 
of a war. 


The propoſitions' originally moved by the Re- 
verend Baronet, aſſume, that the operation of the 

Teſt Act is unjuſt to the people of Scotland, and 
a violation of the privileges conferred upon them 
by the Union. In this form they cannot be 
adopted by thoſe who think that the operation of 
that act is part of the ſtipulations of the Union. 
If this aſſumption, which to many of us appeats 
totally unfounded, be thrown out, the propoſi- 
tions may be thought an innocent paper. But 
how ſhall we carry them, into effect? Not by an 
application to Parliament. That, the Reverend 
Baronet was too able and acute to introduce into 
his motion; for, it is unknown in this Houſe, 
except where our patrimonial intereſts are con- 
cerned, and is manifeſtly at this time unſeaſonable. 
Shall we proceed according to our wonted prac- 
tice, by petition and repreſentation to our Sove- 
reign? If we have any real grievance to ſtate, we 
are certain of being favourably heard. But we 
can hardly expect, that the Protector of both 
Churches will liſten to us, if we attempt to in- 
vade the ſecurity provided by the act of Union 
for the Church of England. 


Upon all theſe grounds, and others more fully 
ſtated in his ſpeech, Dr, Hill ſaid, he cordially 
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joined in tbinking, that che Overture hould be 
diſmiſſed, 


Br, Bryce Jobnſton ſpoke * as en. 
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After ſo many able ſpeakers, and particularly 
the laſt Rev. Gentleman, I riſe with confiderable 
diſadvantage and diffidence ; but till the i import- 
ance and goodneſs of the cauſe, which. I am to 
ſupport, give me ſome portion of confidence. 
Before entering upon the ſuhject, I muſt make 
one obſervation, in order to wipe off a groſs miſ- 
take and miſreprefentation, upon which ſome gen- 
ilemen have proceeded. Though the Overtures 
from the Synods of Dumfries, and of Angus and 
Mearns, and that from the Preſbytery of Dun» 
dee, are not before this Aſſembly, a Rev. Gentle- 
man, who ſpoke early in the debate, founded his 
ſpeech upon them; and the Right Hon, Judge 
took particular notice of the one from the Synod 
of Dumfries. I bave repeatedly heard it ſaid, 
without doors, that I was the author of that | 
Overture. J, therefore, now take this public op- 
portunity of telling this Houſe, that I was not 
within the walls of the Synod-houſe of Dumfries 
on that day when the Overture was propoſed, con- 

| Gidered, and paſſed—that I never heard of an in- 

tention to propoſe it—that I knew nothing about 
the whole buſineſs of it until after it was paſſed, 
8 and 
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and the Synod diſſolved that the Synod-cletk 
ſent it to me, incloſed in a letter, a few days be- 
fore I left the country, that I might tranſtnit it 
to this Aﬀettibly=that I laid it upon the table of 
the Committee of Overtures, told the above facts, 
and ſaid to that Committee, that they might, for 
me, difpoſe of it any way they pleaſed ; and I 
now call upon any than within theſe walls to con - 
tradict a fingle word of this account, if he can- 


The queſtion before this Houſe is of à very ſe- 
rious and important nature. I do not view it at 
all as a political one. I do not ſtate any eom- 
pariſon between the Adminiſtration and the Oppo- 
fition in this country. We have at preſent an 
able, good, and effective Adminiſtration; we have 
Alſof a moſt reſpectable Oppofition. I never wiſh 
to fee the day when, in this free country, we 
Have a weak, a bad, or an ineffective Adminiſtra- 
ton; or a contemptible Oppoſition. Such are 
the paſſions of men, that the beſt Adminiſtration 
will go wrong, if not directed by Oppoſition; and 
will do things, when under the influence of im - 
proper paſſions, which even their own cooler 
judgments wilt afterwards difapprove. I do not 
draw a compariſon berweeri the Church of Eng- 
land and the Church of Scotland, not between any 
Churches. We bave heard ſtrong profeſſions of li- 
berality of ſentiment from feveral of the ſpeakers 
in this caufe, Upon principles deliberately form- 
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ed, I will yield to no. Gentleman in this Houſe, 


Right Honourable, Honourable, or Reverend, 
in true liberality of ſentiment. , After all my en- 
quiries, I have never yet found any one conſtituted 


Church entirely perfect; and I do believe, that h 


in every conſtituted Church I have ever heard of, 
there are ſome individuals who are true worſhip- 

ers of God. But I will tell that Rev. Gentle- 
man, that, in. whatever conſtituted Church he or 


I, or any other perſon, worſhip God, our wor- 
© in, our Religion, will never be of any real avail 


to us in our preſent. or in a future ſtate, unleſs 
we are ſuch worſhipers, that the Lord knows 
us to be ys and our faith makes us depart from 
. fe 


"Much ſtreſs has been laid upon the word 
« profanation,” which is contained in the Over- 
ture from the Preſbytery of Jedburgh, now. on 
your table, in order thereby to oppoſe the. reſo- 
lutions moved by my Rev. and moſt reſpectable 
friend Sir Harry Moncrieffe, and ſeconded by 


me. In point of form, I might now ſay, that we 


are not conſidering that Overture at this period 
1 


of the debate, but only thoſe reſolutions contained 


in the motion now in poſſeſſion of the Houſe. 


But, in order to obliterate any unfair impreſſion, b 
which may have been made by what hath been 


ſaid upon the word profanation, and to do juſtice 


to the worthy, and reſ pectable characters of the 
3 r wo 
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two Reverend Gentlemen now in my eye, who drew 


up that Overture, and who opened the debate 
upon it in ſo ſerious and maſterly a manner, I muſt 


take notice of that part of the Overture. 


I am perſuaded, that, if the Right Hon. Judge 
had been in the Houſe early enough to have heard 
theſe two firſt ſpeakers, or had read the Overture 
itſelf, he could not have fallen into a miſtake as 
to the import of this term ; and, as to others, I 
do not pretend to ſay how they have fallen into it 
but this I will ſay, that there is not a ſingle word 
within the four corners of the Overture, which 
either ſays, or implies, that it is a profanation of 
the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper to obſerve _ 


that © ordinance according to the uſage of the 


« Church of England ;”—it only ſays, That 
eit is a profanation of the Lord's Supper, to 
* take that ſacred ordinance as a teſt or qualifi- 
« cation for holding a civil or military office. 


And is there a man within theſe walls who can 


deny this truth thus afferted? I now aſſert, that 


it is a profanation to take it as a teſt of any civil 


office, according to the uſage of the Church of 


'England, of the Church of Scotland, or of any 


x 


Dey under the ſun, 


To mention the grievances impoſed upon mem- 
bers of the Church of Scotland by the Teſt Act 
would now be an inſult to the underſtandings and 
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the hearts of the members of this Houſe, after 


the very able and forcible manner in which they 
have been ſtated by my honourable and moſt re- 
ſpectable friend the Dean of Faculty. It hath, 
indeed, been repeatedly ſaid, that no perſon is com- 
plaining to us of theſe grievances.—T his is not 
| the fact. Do not the Synods of Dumfries, of 
Angus, and Mearns, and the Preſbyteries of Dun- 
dee and Jedburgh, complain to us by their Over- 
tures? And do not theſe Courts, made up of ſo 
many miniſters and elders, repreſent the great 
body of the people within the great extent of their 
bounds ? The firſt three of theſe Overtures were, 
indeed, not tranſmitted to this Houſe by its Com- 
mittee of Oyertures, becauſe they were expreſſed 
in too ſtrong and extenſive terms; but even this 
circumſtance more fully proves, that theſe Synods 
and that Preſbytery had felt the grievance, ſince they 
ha expreſſed their feelings in ſuch ſtrong terms. 
But even ſuppoſing that no perſon complained of 
the grievances, if they are many and great_ones, 
which none now attempts to deny, the very want 
of complaint is a ſtrong reaſon why we ſhould 
take up this buſineſs, eſpecially when it is actually 
brought under our conſideration by the Overture. 
We are the eſtabliſhed guardians of the Religion 
and morals of the people of Scotland. If it were 
ſact, that they are ſo inſenfible of the danger to 
which their Religon and Morality are expoſed by 
hos: Teſt, this is certainly a good realon why we, 

| 4 4 their 
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their guardians, ſhould interpoſe, and interpoſe 
without delay; becauſe the longer they continue 
in ſuch a tate, their inſenſibility muſt become 
the greater, and the dangers ariſing from it the 
greater alſo. 


It hath been ſaid, that the Teſt Act is a mu- 
nieipal law of England, If it were a municipal 
law of England, like the Corporation Act, or if 
it reſpected only Diſſenters from the Church of 
England refiding in England, it would be going 
beyond our line, as the Church of Scotland, to 
take any ſteps for reinoving the grievances which 
ariſe to many inhabitants of England from that aCt, 
however niuch we might pity their ſituation, 


It hath alſo been repeatedly and ſtrongly affert- 
ed, that the Teſt Act is ſo fully ſecured to the 
Church of England by the articles of the Union, 
that no alteration can be made upon it without 
an infringement of theſe articles, the great bond 
of the Britiſh empire. I am perfectly clear, that 
this act is not confirmed by the articles of the 
Union, and that, ſo far as it affects members of 
the Church of Scotland, when holding, not Eng- 
liſh, but Britiſh offices, 'it is- contrary to the true 
ſpirit of the articles of the Union. I muſt here 
beg the attention of the Houſe to certain acts of 
Parliament, and to the dates of them. The Teſt 


Act was paſſed in the a 5th year of the reign of 
K 2 Charles 
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Charles II. in the year 1673, above twenty years 
before the-Union of the kingdoms of England and 
Scotland, As no kingdom can make laws for 
another independent kingdom, this law could only 
affect ſuch perſons as belonged to the kingdom 
of England, and could not poſſibly affect thoſe 
perſons who were the ſubjects of the kingdom of 
Scotland. Some time after this, both kingdoms 
began deliberations and negotiations, in order to 
form an Union of both into one great empire, to 
be called the Kingdom of Great Britain. The king- 
dom of England paſſed an act for ſecuring the 
Church of England in all her privileges, and the 
kingdom of Scotland paſſed a ſimilar act, ſecuring 
the Church of Scotland in all her privileges; and 
theſe two acts were the very baſis on which the 
Union was afterwards founded, and were unal- 
terably confirmed by the articles of Union in Ja- 
nuaty 1707. In the act for ſecuring the Church 
of England, no mention is made of the Teſt Act 
of 1673. But in the act for ſecuring the Church 
of Scotland, it is thus enacted, © And further, 
« her, Majeſty, with advice aforeſaid, expreſs]y 
6 declares and ſtatutes, That none of the ſub- 
4 jects of this kingdom. ſhall be liable to, but all 
e and evexy one of them for ever free of any oath, 
« teſt, or ſubſcription, within this kingdom con- 
c trary to or inconſiſtent with the foreſaid true 
% Proteſtant Religion, and Preſbyterian Church 
© Government, worſhip, and diſcipliue, as above 
| 66 eſta- 
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4 eſtabliſhed; and that the ſame, within the 
«© bounds of this Church and Kingdom, ſhall 


tc never be impoſed upon, or aa of them in 
10 any ſort.” | 


In the 4th article of the Union it is thus pro - 
vided, after having mentioned a freedom of trade 
and navigation ſecured to the ſubjects of the 
united kingdom of Great Britain: © And that 
© there be a communication of all other rights, 
« privileges, and advantages, which do or may 
«© belong to the ſubjects of either kingdom, ex- 
tc cept where it is otherwiſe expreſsly agreed in 
ic theſe articles. And the 25th, the laſt arti- 
cle of the Union, enacts, That all laws and ſta- 
t“ tutes in either kingdom, ſo far as they are con- 
cc trary to, or inconſiſtent with, the terms of theſe 
« articles, or any of them, ſhall from and after 
ic the Union ceaſe and become void, and ſhall be 
&« ſo declared to be by the reſpective Parliaments 
“ of the ſaid kingdoms.” From this ſtatement 
of the articles of the Union, is it not clear that 
the Teſt Act is inconſiſtent with the ſpirit or 
term of theſe articles?” and that the Scotch 
Preſbyterians have a right ſecured to them of a free 
communication of all rights, privileges, and ad- 
vantages, which are Britiſh, without taking this 
or any other Teſt? It hath been ſaid, that the 
Ath article refers to exceptions agreed upon in 
theſe en; z and the caſe of the Scotch Peers, 


ſitting 
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fitting in the Houſe of Peers only by election and 
delegation, hath been particularly ſtated. But 
let it be obſerved, that the caſe of the Peers is 
fixed by an exception in the articles. For my 
part, if it had not been otherwiſe ſtipulated, I 
could fincerely wiſh that every Scotch Peer had a 
ſeat in the Houſe of Peers; and ir would give me 
the higheſt. pleafure to fee the noble Farl now at 
my right hand always a member of that Houſe. 
But che Privy Council, the Army, the Navy, and 
many other offices, rights, and privileges, are not 
excepted; and therefore, with reſpect to them, 
the exceptions in ather inſtances ſtrengthen the 
law. Here, if in any caſe, it may be ſaid, Ex- 
erptio firmat legem. The wrong interpretation, 
which ſome have attempted to put upon the arti- 
cles of the Union, would not only deprive Scot- 
tiſn Preſbyterians of a communication of privi- 
leges, but would deprive them of their own an- 
tient and peculiar privileges. Before the Union, 

"had not Scotland a Privy Council, an Army, and 

a Navy? Where are they now? Are they not 

united with thoſe of England, and both together 
_ © conſolidated into the Britiſh Privy Council, Navy, 

and Army? If then no Scottiſh Preſbyterian can 

be admitted into theſe without taking the Teſt, he 

is deprived of his own rights and privileges. It is 

abſurd to ſuppoſe, that an Engliſh act can diſqua- 

fy for 2 nn office. I muſt n again 
"x | | ſecond 
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ſecond the a moved for, by my en 
friend Sir Harry Moncrieffe. 


Before fitting down, I feel myſelf ſtrongly in- 
clined to expreſs the great ſatisfaction which I 
have felt by hearing all the ſpeakers expreſs their 
ſtrong and ſtrict attachment to the articles of the 
Union. That attachment I have been accuſtomed 
to expreſs in this Houſe, on every proper occa- 
fon, from my- earlieſt days; but I am particu- 
larly happy to have heard it expreſſed this day 
by many Gentlemen who, on former oecafions, 
did not fpeak fo explicitly on that ſubject. 1 
hope their attachment will long continue. 


I muſt alſo expreſs the high degree of pleaſure 
which I have felt from the gentlemanly manner 
in which this debate has been conducted, - How- 
ever keenly we have ſupported our different opi- 
nions, not a ſingle reflection has been thrown 
out by any one ſpeaker, We have treated each 
other as gentlemen. While we find ourſelves 
obliged to differ in ſentiment, I hope we ſhall 
never differ in affection. On a ſubject ſo im- 
portant, and in which our own characters, the 
good of our Country, and the ſtability of our 
Church, are ſo deeply intereſted, I hope we ſhall 
not only approve of the' motion, but \ pd of 
it unatumoulty. | 
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At length the Aſſembly agreed, without a vote, 
to adopt the Reſolutions of Sir Harry Moncrieffe. 


It was then moved, and unanimouſly agreed to, 


- & That a Committee of this Aſſembly ſhall now 
be appointed, with inſtructions to take the earlieſt 
proper opportunity to obtain redreſs of the griev- 
ances ſtated in the reſolutions which the Aſſembly 
have adopted, by every legal and conſtitutional 
mode which they ſhall judge to be moſt effeQual,” 


| A Committee was appointed accordingly, 


A SPEECH 


A SPEECH made by Lord Lansbown _ 
in the year 1719, againft repealing 
the Bill to prevent Occaſional Con- 
formityꝰ A 


My LonDs, | : 


AVING never treſpafſed upon your patience 
| before, I may hope for the readier excuſe 
if I trouble you now. I give you my word, that 


no indulgence ſhall encourage me to make a cuſ- 
tom of it. 


i 8 underſtood the toleration to be meant | 
as an indulgence for tender conſciences, not a 
licence for hardened ones? and that the act to 
prevent Occafional Conformity was defigned only 
_ to, correct a particular crime of particular men, 
in which no ſe& of Diſſenters was included, but 
thoſe followers of Judas who came to the Lord's 


Supper for no other end than to ſell and betray 
him. 


This crime, 1er palliated or Adel, 2 
een by ſo many Right Reverend Fathers of the 


* 


This Speech having been given imperfectly in the Epil 


* a complete copy of it is here duſerted | 
| A | L  Chareb, 
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Church, is no leſs than the making the God of 
truth, as it were in perſon, ſubſervient to acts of 
hypocriſy ; no leſs than ſacrificing the myſtical body 
and blood of our Saviour to worldly and ſinĩſter pur- 
poſes : an impiety of the higheſt nature! which, in 
Juſtice, ;called for correction; and, in charity, for 
prevention, | 


The bare receiving of the Holy Euchariſt could 
never be intended, fimply, as a qualification for 
an office ; but as an open declaration, an indu- 
bitable proof, of being and remaining a-fincere 
| member of the Church. Whoever preſumes to 
Teceive it with any other view profanes it; and 
may be ſaid to ſeek his promotion in this world, 
by cating and arp his own damnation in 
the next. | 
YI It is very ſurprizing to hear the merit of Diſ- 
Keim 0 highly extolled and magnified within 
theſe walls. Who is there amongſt us but can 
tel of ſome Anceſtor either ſequeſtered or mur- 
dered by them? Who voted the Lords uſeleſs ? 
"The Diffenters, Who aboliſhed Epiſcopacy ? The 
Diſſenters. Who deſtroyed freedom of Parlia- 
ments? The Diſſenters. Who introduced govern- 
ing by Standing Armies? The Diſſenters. Who 
© waſhed their hands in the blood of their martyred 
Sovereign? The Diflenters ? Have they repented ? 
Ned * at this day- 
A 2 
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A very learned Lord has endeayoured to ex- 
tenuate that guilt in favour of the Preſbyterians; 
and would perſuade us they performed good of - 
fices at laſt to the Royal Family, and became 
principal inſtruments in the Reſtoration. _ | 


What offices? what inſtruments ? upon what 
terms did they reſort to the King? Upon no bet- 
ter than their brethren, the Scots, invited him 
before. To have an infignificant tool of a King ; 
a a cypher of a King, to walk in their leading- 
ſtrings ; to reſtore themſelves, not their Prince, 
to dominion, was their ſole aim. They groaned 
under the oppreſſion of other ſectaries, after having 
been themſelves the great oppreſſors of mankind ; 
nor had they any other chance for deliverance or 
revenge, but by recovering Regal Power under a 
Nominal King. This General Monk well knew; 
who was advertiſed of all their intrigues; and 
hence aroſe every difficulty that encumbered him 
in the proſecution of his own ſcheme: he was 
under a neceſſity to make uſe of their diſcontent; 
and could neither entirely truſt, nor throw them 
off; but that the Monarchy was reſtored free and 
independent, the Church re-eſtabliſhed. pure and 
undefiled, was owing to his ſingle virtue, gene- 
roſity, and good conduct. Ne thanks to the Preſ- 
byterians. | 
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Nor was the King ſcarcely warm in his throne, 
before they broke out into new rebellions, and 
continued inceſſant diſturbers of his whole reign, 


ſometimes wich ſham plots, ang ſometimes with 
real ones. 


It was likewiſe alledged, by the ſame learned 

Lord, that they were provoked by hard uſage, 
fined, baniſhed, impriſoned, &c. but, by his 
Lordſhip's leave, never upon a religious account: 
they might be puniſhed for breach of the law, 
for diſturbing the public peace, for illegal meet- 
ings and aſſemblies, and other State crimes; and 
what was there more in that than in the preſent 
caſe of the Nonjurors Þ 


| The clemebey of e w to Diſſenters has 
been ſufficiently vindicated by a noble Earl, who 
was called up by ſome reflections which fell from 
a Right Reverend Prelate, relating to a projected 
comprehenſion in the beginning of that reign. 
Whereas that worthy Prelate was pleaſed to lay 
the whole blame of diſagreement upon the Coprt 
and the Church; the truth has appeared mani- 
feſtly otberwiſe. The Church opened her arms; 
the Clergy, the Biſhops, the King, cdndeſcended 

to invite them, with all the temptations-of indul- 
gence, and Chriſtian charity; but what was their 
return ? Nothing but moroſe, haughty contradic- 
tion, or ſullen, ſophiſtical. evaſion; they ſcorned 
| to 


EFT 


to enter our Churches as brethren and fellow. 
chriſtians, but as conquerors and plunderers : they 
have no grace but what is founded in dominion. - 


Their behaviour in the ſubſequent reign is freſh 
in every one's memory. The unhappy Prince 
who ſucceeded was undone by giving attention to 
their addreſſes, and depending upon their pro- 
miſes, 


That they have remained, as has been ſaid, not 
only quiet, but appeared zealous in the Eſtabliſh- _ 

ment, is no wonder: for who but themſelves or .. 
their favourers have been thought worthy of coun» 
| tenance? 


A Noble Earl, enquiring into the reaſon of the 
preſent univerſal diſcontent (for ſuch I find it 
agreed to be on all hands), has thought fit to im- 
pute it to miſ-· conduct in the Adminiſtration ; a. | 
little unlucky, I confeſs, fince it was anſwered, 

* That at the time when this diſcontent moſt 
be flamed, his. Lordſhip was at the head 8 that 
25 Adminiſtration. af | | 


17 Noble Earl, very deſervedly in a hig! 
ſtation, is pleaſed to charge it upon fate, the ma- 
lignity of the ſtars, a certain unaccountable diſ- 
poſition in the heavens, for Which there is no ap- 

1 reaſon, nor remedy, 
| | The 
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The reaſon is plain, is ſiagrant, is notorious. 
The early impatience. and preſumption of the 


Diſſenters; theit inſolent and undiſſembled ex- 


pectations; their open inſults of the Clergy ; their 
affixing bills upon our very Church · doors, with 
this ſcandalous inſeription, A Houſe to be let;“ 
their publie vindications of the murder of King 
Charles L. and their vile reflections upon the ine - 
mory of Queen Anne, for ever dear to the people 
of England; beſides many other indecent and 
arrogant provocations, too many to enumerate, 
was too much, to bear. The violence that enſued; 
let the aggreſſors anſwer for. Their acting all 
this, not only with impunity, but reward out of 
the public treaſure, was more than ſufficient rea- 
| fon for jealouſy; a jealouſy, for which this new 

attempt-to break down all' the fences and boun- 

daries of the Church at once "with Gy be no 
remedy. 22 


A Noble Lord ſeems much offended to hear 
Catholies, and other Diſſenters, mentioned in this 
debate upon an equality: for what reaſon? Why, 
< Becauſe their Religion is high treaſon; the Ca- 
« tholic Religion is high- treaſon. I never un- 
derſtood their Religion to be treaſon, I have heard 
it might be treaſon to make converts to it; and, 
EO Ub the ſame rule, the Reformed W may be 


ee Schiſm Jill, and Ten AB. | 
treaſon 


15 1 79 1 
treaſon in a Popith donna But if we may, - 
without offence, compare them upon a- foot f 
merit with other Diſſenters (I mean only with re- 
ſpect to civil government), the Catholics, as far as 
has been yet made to appear, are ſurely entitled 
to the preference. To whom do we owe Magna 
Charta, but to our Popiſh Barons, long before 
the Reformation? And were there not as many, 
and as frequent ſtruggles, for liberty in thoſe Ca- 
tholic times as fince? To whom do we owe the 
Revolution, but to Catholic powers, with the 
Pope himſelf giving his bleſſing to an undertaking 
that was to deliver us from Popery ? To whom 
do we owe our preſent ſecurity in the Proteſtant 
Succeſſion, but to the moſt formidable, the moſt 
perſecuting of all Popiſh powers, the moſt inve- 
terate enemies of the Proteſtant perſuaſion, France, 
Savoy, and the Empire? Have not our miniſters 
aſſured us, one after another, that thoſe mortal 
enemies to our ſouls in another world are our 
only guarantees for ſalvation in this? 


Our Proteſtant brethren, the States, were neither 
entruſted nor conſulted ; but ſeem to have been 
left, like ſlaves, to follow the dictates of Great 
Britain and France, and to accede, implicitly, at 
their peril. They have continued hitherto to 
Diſſent; perbaps, in time, they may Occaſionally 
bot TEE as eireumſtances' may happen to preſs ; 
4 but 
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« but till chen out truſty allies ſeem to be our wid 


What is this ſchool - diſtinction betwixt- m all 
4 Pepi, or BE: a in ? 
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Catholic friends, 5 


The Right Revetend Preiates, who 3 ex⸗ 


: mh their. zeal in this debate, having been in- 
ſtructed to fulminate againſt the Teſt, without 


being let into the ſecret of dropping that queſ- 
tion, have unfortunately emptied their quiver in 


the air; and may gather up their ſpiritual arrows 
again, to ſhoot at that mark ſome other time. 
One, however, there is, who muſt not be paſſed 
by; who wandering beyond the reſt, in a long 
hiſtorical collection from Libels and Pamphlets, 
has let himſelf looſe againſt the ſacred memory of 


the Royal Martyr. He. accuſes him, “If not of 
«all Popery, of half Popery, very near Popery, 
< almoſt all Popery/;''——wretched ſophiſtry ! 


„ kings! He 


Who renounced the Purple to preſerve the Lawn ; 
who died for the Church: who is ee, 
as a Martyr for the Church; is yet expoſed, al- 
moſt an age after his deſcent from the ſcaffold 

to the grave, to be murdered. over again in his 

fame, even in the Supreme Court of Judicature, 

by a ſucceſſor in that venerable order, that very 

Epiſcopacy, for which he ſacrificed. bis liberty, 

his life, and his crown | The execrable wretch, 


who 


[ g I J : * . | 5 

who ſevered h s head from his body, performed 
the inhuman office in a maſk ; but this holy —— 
I had like to have ſaid —— Executioner, .who 
cuts what the axe could not hurt, what the Re- 


gicides could not take from him, his Good Name, 
has not been Wb to attempt it, bare-faced. 


It grieves me, that this enimadverſion ſhould 
fall to my lot; to the lot of any private Lord ; I 
was in hopes a generous indignation would have 
warmed this Noble Aſſembly, to have made it their 
own act to reprehend ſuch irreverend ſlander, as 
would much better have become a deſcendant 
from Bradſhaw, than a ſucceſſor of Laud. 


In a word, that I may not appear prejudiced . 
to merit in any man, I will conclude with this 

motion, —“ That a liſt be laid before us of ſuch 
Diſſenters by name who have, upon any occafjon, 
or in any kind, merited from the Crown; and I 
ſhall moſt andy come into any meaſures, which 


may diſtinguiſh them, or their particular ſervices.” 


Lately oubliſhed be J. PRIDDEN; No 110, 
_ Fleet . fireet. | 
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4K Obſervation# on the Conduit of the Proteſtant 
Diffenters, Price 64. 


A Second Part * 3 De ens on the 
Condutt of the Proteſtant Diſſenters. Price 6d. 


of Ul. Epiſcopal Opinions on the Teſt and Cor- 
poration Acts; delivered in the Houſe of Peers, 
in 1718, by Archbiſhop Wake, Archbiſhop Dawes, 

| Biſhop Hoadly, Biſhop Smalridge, Biſhop Willis, 
Biſhop Gibfon, Biſhop Robinſon, Biſhop Atter- 
bury, and Biſhop Gaſtrell. With Arguments, on 
the ſame Occafion, by the Duke of Buckingham, | 
Earl Stanhope, the Earl of Nottingham, the Earl 
of Sunderland, the Earl of Ilay, Lord Viſcount. 

— Townſhend, Lord North and Grey, Lord Co- 
ningſby, and Lord Lanſdowne. 


«Tam very glad that my Friemils have been fo firm in preffing tha Tears 
4 which is the great Barrier againſt Por rx and the PxeSBYTERIANS,® 
Duke of * 1709. 
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